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[.  Introduction  to  Codcbook 


This  volume  provides  a  description  of  some  of  the  key  components  of  Food  Stamp  Nutrition  Education 
(FSNE)  by  State  and  implementing  agency.  The  first  section  of  the  volume  provides  a  series  of  summary 
matrices  and  graphs  which  provide  a  side  by  side  comparison  of  implementing  agencies  or  States. 

The  second  section  of  this  volume  is  a  detailed  FSNE  description  by  State.  It  first  highlights  data  reported  by 
the  State  agency  such  as  geographic  coverage,  Federal  and  non-Federal  outlays,  and  both  their,  and  the  local 
food  stamp  office's,  level  of  involvement  in  FSNE.  It  then  highlights  data  reported  by  each  of  the 
implementing  agencies.  Topics  include  a  description  of  the  service  delivery  system,  coordination,  estimates 
of  participant  demographics,  how  FSNE  was  delivered,  and  evaluation  activities. 

Survey  data  from  State  food  stamp  agencies  and  their  FY  2004  FSNE  implementing  agencies  were  used  to 
create  these  profiles.  Additional  data  from  the  FNS  National  Data  Bank  were  used  as  noted.  The  codebook 
for  the  data  is  included  below.  A  complete  discussion  of  how  data  were  collected  and  processed  is  contained 
in  Appendix  B  of  the  Food  Stamp  Nutrition  Education  Systems  Review  Report. 
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PROFILE  CODEBOOK  -  State  Agency 

FNS  Region 

Region  (Implementing  Agency  Survey) 
o  Southeast 
o  Western 
o    Mt.  Plains 
o  Midwest 
o  Southwest 
o  Mid-Atlantic 
o  Northeast 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

fed_bdgt04  (FNS  National  Data  Bank) 
o    Approved  Federal  Budget,  2004 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

Total_outlays  (FNS  National  Data  Bank) 
o    Total  FSNE  Outlays,  2004 

Federal 

fed_out4  (FNS  National  Data  Bank) 
o     Federal  Outlays,  2004 

Non-Federal 

Nonfed_out4  (FNS  National  Data  Bank) 
o    Non-Federal  Outlays,  2004 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

outlay _ratio_fs  (computed  from  outlays  and  participant 
counts  in  FNS  National  Data  Bank) 

o    Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 
(<=185%  Poverty) 

outlay_ratio_low_income  (computed  from  outlays  in  FNS 
National  Data  Bank  and  count  of  persons  from  Current 
Population  Survey) 

o    Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 
(<=  185%  Poverty) 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

Q6a/Q6b  (State  Agency  Survey) 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 
High  SFSA  Involvement 

Qlal— Qla6  (State  Agency  Survey) 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Q9a  (State  Agency  Survey) 

o    All  local  food  stamp  offices  were  involved  in 

some  manner 
o     Many,  but  not  all,  local  food  stamp  offices  were 

involved  in  FSNE 
o     Some  local  food  stamp  offices  were  involved  in 

FSNE 

o    Only  a  few  local  food  stamp  offices  were  involved 
in  FSNE 

o    No  local  food  stamp  offices  were  involved  in 
FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

Q9bl— Q9bl2  (State  Agency  Survey) 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

Counter  of  Number  of  implementing  agencies  per  state 
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PROFILE  CODEBOOK  -  Implementing  Agency 

Ty  pe  of  Organization 

Qlb,  Qlb_other  (Implementing  Agency  Survey) 

o    The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land- 
Grant  University 
o     A  division  of  a  State  or  territorial  health 

department 
o     A  nutrition  or  public  health 

school/department/college  within  a  university 
o    A  department  or  college,  other  than  public  health, 

within  a  university 
o     A  State  Department  of  Aging  or  Elderly  Services 
o    An  emergency  food  provider,  such  as  a  food  bank 
or  pantry 

o    A  local  public  health  department 
o     An  independent  nutrition  education  network 
o     A  Tribal  Council  or  Tribal  Health  program 
o  Other 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Agreement_type,  Agreement_other  (Implementing  Agency 
Survey) 

o     Interagency  Agreement 

o  Contract 

o    Memorandum  of  Understanding 
o  Other 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

Q2b2  (Implementing  Agency  Survey) 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

Q2bl  (Implementing  Agency  Survey) 

Nutrition  Network 

Q3a  (Implementing  Agency  Survey) 
o  Yes/No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

Q3h  (Implementing  Agency  Survey) 

Number  of  Other  Formal  I A  Partners 

Number  of  Organizations  Listed  in  Question  8.1, 
Implementing  Agency  Survey,  with  which  IA  had  a  Formal 
Contract  in  FFY  2004 

Number  of  USDA  Programs  with  which  Well 
Coordinated 

Number  of  Organizations  Listed  in  Question  9, 
Implementing  Agency  Survey,  with  which  IA  attempted  to 
Coordinate  FSNE  Activities  with  one  of  the  Listed  USDA 
Initiatives 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

grand53a_total_cln  (Implementing  Agency  Survey) 
o    Approved  IA  FSNE  Budget,  2004 

Total  Outlays 

outlay_totaI_fin  (Implementing  Agency  Survey) 
o    Total  IA  FSNE  Outlays,  2004 

Federal 

outlay_red_rin  (Implementing  Agency  Survey) 
o     Federal  IA  Outlays,  2004 

Non-Federal 

outlay_nonfed_fin  (Implementing  Agency  Survey) 
o    Non-Federal  IA  Outlays,  2004 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

Q4al/Q4a2  (Implementing  Agency  Survey) 
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PROFILE  CODEBOOK  -  Implementing  Agency 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or 
More 

Percent  of  Respondents  that  Described  Educational  Level 
of  Staff  to  be  Either  Bachelors  degree,  Masters  degree  or 
higher,  or  Registered  Dietician  with  Bachelors  degree  or 
higher  Question  48,  Implementing  Agency  Survey 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 
Standardized  Training 

Q49  (Implementing  Agency  Survey) 
o    All  required 
o    Only  some  required 
o    None  required,  voluntary  certification 
o    None  required,  no  certification  program  available 
o     Don't  know,  policy  varies 

Target  Audience 

Q17  (Implementing  Agency  Survey) 

o     FSP  recipients  and  applicants  only 

o     FSP  recipients  and  eligibles  only  (household 

income  at  or  below  1 30%  of  poverty) 
o     Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or 

below  185%  of  poverty) 
o  Other 
o     Don't  know 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

 7  7  :  :  

%  of  respondents  for  each  the  following  variables 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

Q22al  (Implementing  Agency  Survey) 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

Q22a2  (Implementing  Agency  Survey) 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

Q22a3  (Implementing  Agency  Survey) 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

Q22a4  (Implementing  Agency  Survey) 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

%  of  respondents  for  each  the  following  variables 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

Q22fl  (Implementing  Agency  Survey) 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 
(<=130%  poverty) 

Q22f2  (Implementing  Agency  Survey) 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 
poverty) 

Q22f3  (Implementing  Agency  Survey) 

o     Other  persons  (185%+ of  poverty) 

Q22f4  (Implementing  Agency  Survey) 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Q23al — Q23j2  (Implementing  Agency  Survey) 
o     Aim  for  a  Healthy  Weight 
o     Be  Physically  Active  each  Day 
o     Let  the  Pyramid  Guide  your  Food  Choices 
o     Choose  a  Variety  of  Grains  Daily,  Especially 

Whole  Grains 
o    Choose  a  Variety  of  Fruits  and  Vegetables 
o     Keep  Food  Safe  to  Eat 
o    Choose  a  Diet  Low  in  Saturated  Fat  and 

Cholesterol  and  Moderate  in  Total  Fat 
o    Choose  Beverages  and  Foods  to  Moderate  Your 

Intake  of  Sugars 
o    Choose  and  Prepare  Foods  with  Less  Salt 
o     If  You  Drink  Alcoholic  Beverages,  Do  So  In 

Moderation 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by 
IA 

Q27  (Implementing  Agency  Survey) 
o  None 

vi 


PROFILE  CODEBOOK  -  Implementing  Agency 


A  Few 
Some 
Most 
All 

Don't  Know 


Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 
Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 


Q29  (Implementing  Agency  Survey) 

o  None 

o  A  Few 

o  Some 

o  Most 

o  All 

o  Don't  Know 


Materials  in  Other  Languages 


Q30a-Q30m  (Implementing  Agency  Survey) 


o 

Arabic 

o 

Cambodian 

o 

Chinese 

o 

French 

o 

Hindi 

o 

Hmong 

o 

Korean 

o 

Portuguese 

o 

Russian 

o 

Spanish 

o 

Vietnamese 

o 

Thai 

o 

Other 

Direct  Education 


Q38a  (Implementing  Agency  Survey) 
o  Yes/No 


Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct 
Education 


Number  of  Settings  Listed  in  Question  38.1,  Implementing 
Agency  Survey,  in  which  IA  Conducted  Direct  Education 


Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 


Q38bla — Q38bbl4b  (Implementing  Agency  Survey) 

o  Yes/No 

o  One-on-One  single  session  with  educator 

o  One-on-One  multiple  sessions  with  educator 

o  Group  single  session  with  educator 

o  Group  multiple  sessions  with  educator 

o  Other-Individual  (self-taught) 


o     Food  Stamp  Offices: 


See  "Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education' 


o     Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 


See  "Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education' 


o    Public  schools  (K-12): 


See  "Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education" 


Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 
day  care,  YMCA,  etc:  


See  "Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education" 


o     Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 


See  "Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education" 


Elderly  services  site: 


See  "Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education" 


o     WIC  clinics: 


See  "Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education' 


Health  care  sites: 


See  "Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education' 


o    Adult  education  and  training  sites 


See  "Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education" 


PROFILE  CODEBOOK  -  Implementing  Agency 

o     Work  sites: 

See  "Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o     Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

See  "Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education" 

o     Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

See  "Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education" 

o     Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

See  "Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education" 

o  Other: 

See  "Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education" 

Indirect  Education 

Q39a  (Implementing  Agency  Survey) 
o  Yes/No 

Number  of  Different  Communication 
Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

Number  of  Communication  Channels  Listed  in  Question 
39.1,  Implementing  Agency  Survey  in  which  IA  Undertook 
Indirect  Education 

Social  Marketing 

Q37a  (Implementing  Agency  Survey) 
o  Yes/No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

Q37b  (Implementing  Agency  Survey) 

Any  Statewide 

Q37c  (Implementing  Agency  Survey) 
o  Yes/No 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 
Used  in  Campaign(s) 

Number  of  Mass  or  Broadcast  Media  Avenues  Listed  in 
Question  37.3,  Implementing  Agency  Survey  which  IA 
used  to  Deliver  FSNE 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Q 1 9-if  response  =  1,2,  or  3  (Implementing  Agency  Survey) 
o  Yes/No 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Q25a  (Implementing  Agency  Survey) 
o     All  messages  were  tested 
o     Some  messages  were  tested 
o    No  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o     Social  Marketing: 

Q42  (Implementing  Agency  Survey)  -recalculated 

o  Yes/No 

o     Direct  Education: 

Q43  (Implementing  Agency  Survey)  -recalculated 

o  Yes/No 

o     Indirect  Education: 

Q44  (Implementing  Agency  Survey)  -recalculated 

o  Yes/No 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome 
Evaluation 

Q45  (Implementing  Agency  Survey) 
o    All  Services 
o    Many  Services 
o     Some  Services 
o     Few  Services 
o    No  Services 

mmary  Matrices  and  Graphs 


I  °  2 
s  "3  *a 


1  « 


Rel 

be 

c 

o 

_c 

-o 

■5 

c 

« 

3 

De 

Rel 

X 


X 


X 


T 

o 
o 

> 

r 

o 
c 

o» 

££ 
< 

Dm 


OX) 

c 


at  u 
E  = 

«  ojd 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


<u  © 
ex:  .e 

g  2 

cu 


X 


< 

n 

._ 

c 

« 

0- 

UJ 

z 
u. 

04 


0  0> 

-  8? 

1  s 

E  *» 

—  s 

>  z 

«  CO 


X 


X 


X 


O  _CV 

c  *3 

C  3 

0)  M 
CO  u 
« 
H 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


X 


> 

o 

-J 

ox 


c 

OX) 

< 

OX) 


B 

E 

"a. 
= 


p-  c 

CO  .2 

M  C 

CO  CD 

<  * 


o  aj 


c  o 
D  U 


0) 

> 


<d 
oo 

c 

o 

c 

CD 

w 

o  « 

>  CO 

•rt  cc 

U.  CO 
CD  ^ 

^  is 
U  o 


i-i 
o 

& 

I  2 

<u  c 
ffi  .2 

o  B 

£  .2 
€  E 

CO  « 

c  <2 
Q  15 
.2  ^ 
u 

.2  -2 

CO  CD 


o 
S 

ex 


CD 

g 

C 

o 
U 
<+- 

o 

'£  2 


CD 
_> 

"cO 
1— 
CD 

a. 
o 
o 
U 

CO 

'5b 

s— 

o  a> 

(L)  o 

°  GO 
&  C 

■a  .2 

S£  c 
>  <u 

JE 

D  pq 


to 
> 

La 

<D 

n- 

o 
o 
U 


CO 

%  <u 

CO  O 

O  c/j 

&  c 

■S  .2 

>  CD 

=  >< 

D  w 


3 

Z 

c 
c 

>< 

w 

o 

CO 


o 

'S  E 

>  GO 

'E  2 
D  cu 


00 

o 
1) 

o 


CO 

-a 


Funding 
Decisions 
Related  to  Local 
Projects 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Funding 
Decisions 
Related  to 
Implementing 

Agencies 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Selection  of 
Local  FSNE 
Providers 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Identification  of 
Message  Delivery 
Methods  and 
Materials 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Development  of 

FSNE  Messages 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Selection  of 
Target  Audience 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Implementing  Agency 

University  of  Illinois  Extension  at  Urbana- 
Champaign 

University  of  Illinois  at  Chicago,  Division 
of  Community  Health 

Purdue  University  Cooperative  Extension 
Service 

Iowa  Nutrition  Network;  Iowa  Department 
of  Public  Health 

Iowa  State  University  Extension 

Kansas  State  University/State  Department 
of  Social  and  Rehabilitation  Services 

University  of  Kentucky 

Louisiana  State  University 

Maine  Nutrition  Network 

University  of  Maine  Cooperative  Extension 

Maryland  Cooperative  Extension 

University  of  Massachusetts 

Michigan  State  University  Extension 

Minnesota  Chippewa  Tribe 

University  of  Minnesota  College  of  Human 
Ecology 

Alcorn  State  University 

Mississippi  State  University 

Missouri  Department  of  Health  and  Senior 
Services,  Bureau  of  Nutrition  Policy  and 
Education 

State 

Illinois 

Illinois 

Indiana 

Iowa 

Iowa 

Kansas 

Kentucky 

Louisiana 

Maine 

Maine 

C 

CS 

CS 

s 

Massachusetts 

Michigan 

Minnesota 

Minnesota 

Mississippi 

Mississippi 

Missouri 

Funding 
Decisions 
Related  to  Local 
Projects 

X 

X 

X 

X 

x 

X 

X 

X 

x 

x 

X 

Funding 
Decisions 
Related  to 
Implementing 

Agencies 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Selection  of 
Local  FSNE 
Providers 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Identification  of 
Message  Delivery 
Methods  and 
Materials 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Development  of 
FSNE  Messages 

x 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Selection  of 
Target  Audience 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Implementing  Agency 

University  of  Missouri-Columbia 

Montana  State  University 

University  of  Nebraska 

Department  of  Nutrition,  University  of 
Nevada,  Reno 

University  of  Nevada  Cooperative 
Extension 
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in  total  fat 

■ 

X 

■ 
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X 

X 

Keep 
food 

safe  to 
eat 

X 

X 

X 
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i 

X 

Choose  a 
variety  of 
fruits  and 
vegetables 

rliilv 
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X 

X 

X 

i 
■ 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Choose 
a  variety 
of  grains 
daily 
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i 

X 

! 

X 

Let  the 
pyramid 

guide 
your  food 

choices 

i 

X 

X 

X 

i 
■ 

X 

X 

Be 

physically 

active 
each  day 

! 

1 

X 

X 

X 

Aim  for 
a 

healthy 
weight 

j 

X 

i 

X 

i 

Implementing 

Agency 

Champlain  Valley 
Office  of 
Economic 
Opportunity 
(CVOEO) 

University  of 
Vermont 

v  eimum 

Campaign  to  End 
Childhood  Hunger 

Virginia 
Polytechnic 
Institute  and  State 
University 

Department  of 
Social  and  Health 
Services,  Aging 
and  Disability 
Services 
Administration 

Washington  State 
Department  of 
Health 

Washington  State 
University 

West  Virginia 
University 

Great  Lakes  Inter- 
Tribal  Council 

Ho-Chunk  Nation 

State 

Vermont 

Vermont 

5 

u 
> 

Virginia 

Washington 

Washington 

Washington 
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Wisconsin 

Wisconsin 
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Alcohol  in 
Moderation 
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prepare 
foods  with 
less  salt 

o 
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beverages 
and  foods 
to 

moderate 

your 
intake  of 
sugars 

X 

m 

Choose  a 
diet  low  in 
saturated 

fat& 
cholesterol 

and 
moderate 
in  total  fat 
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food 
safe  to 
eat 

X 

m 

Choose  a 
variety  of 
fruits  and 
vegetables 
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X 

X 

m 
t~- 

Choose 
a  variety 
of  grains 
daily 

X 

o 
m 

Let  the 
pyramid 

guide 
your  food 

choices 

X 

X 

Be 

physically 

active 
each  day 

X 

fN 

Aim  for 

a 

healthy 
weight 

Csl 

Implementing 

Agency 

University  of 
Wisconsin- 
Extension 

University  of 
Wyoming 
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Wisconsin 

Wyoming 
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Cooperative  Extension  Service 
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Department 
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Ohio  State  University 
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Implementing  Agency 

Washington  State  Department 
of  Health 

Washington  State  University 

West  Virginia  University 

Great  Lakes  Inter-Tribal 
Council 

Ho-Chunk  Nation 

University  of  Wisconsin- 
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University  of  Wyoming 
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Wyoming 
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Expanded  Food  and 
Nutrition  Education 
Program 

X 
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X 

X 

i 
i 

X 

X 

Child  and 
Adult  Care 
Food 
Program 

X 

X 

X 

Summer 
Food 
Service 
Program 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Team 
Nutrition 

l 

X 

X 

X 

School  Breakfast 
Program 

X 

National 
School 
Lunch 

Program 

1 

X 

X 

X 

WIC 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

Implementing 

Agency 

University  of 
Georgia,  Older 
Adults 

University  of 
Georgia 
Cooperative 
Extension  Service 

University  of 
Hawaii, 
Cooperative 
Extension  Service 

University  of 
Idaho  Extension 
Nutrition  Program 

University  of 
Illinois  Extension 
at  Urbana- 
Champaign 

University  of 
Illinois  at  Chicago, 
Division  of 
Community  Health 

Purdue  University 
Cooperative 
Extension  Service 

Iowa  Nutrition 
Network;  Iowa 
Department  of 
Public  Health 

Iowa  State 
University 
Extension 

Kansas  State 
University/State 
Department  of 
Social  and 
Rehabilitation 
Services 

State 

Georgia 

Georgia 

Hawaii 

Idaho 

Illinois 

Illinois 

Indiana 

Iowa 

Iowa 

Kansas 

Expanded  Food  and 
Nutrition  Education 
Program 
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Food 
Program 

X 
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X 

Summer 

Food 
Service 
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X 
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X 

X 
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Team 
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School  Breakfast 
Program 
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X 
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National 
School 
Lunch 

Program 
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X 
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X 

X 

X 
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X 

X 
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X 
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X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 
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Implementing 

Agency 

University  of 
Kentucky 

Louisiana  State 
University 

Maine  Nutrition 
Network 

University  of 
Maine  Cooperative 
Extension 

Maryland 

Cooperative 

Extension 

University  of 
Massachusetts 

Michigan  State 

University 

Extension 

Minnesota 
Chippewa  Tribe 

University  of 
Minnesota  College 
of  Human  Ecology 

Alcorn  State 
University 

Mississippi  State 
University 

Missouri 
Department  of 
Health  and  Senior 
Services,  Bureau 
of  Nutrition  Policy 
and  Education 

University  of 
Missouri- 
Columbia 

Montana  State 
University 

University  of 
Nebraska 

State 

Kentucky 

Louisiana 

Maine 

Maine 

Maryland 

Massachusetts 

Michigan 

Minnesota 

Minnesota 

Mississippi 

Mississippi 

Missouri 

Missouri 

Montana 

Nebraska 

Expanded  Food  and 
Nutrition  Education 
Program 

X 

X 

X 

X 

1 

l 
l 

Child  and 
Adult  Care 
Food 
Program 

X 

X 
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X 

Summer 
Food 
Service 
Program 
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X 
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l 
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Team 
Nutrition 

X 

X 

X 

l 

I 

X 

School  Breakfast 
Program 

X 
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X 

National 
School 
Lunch 

Program 

X 

X 

l 
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X 

X 

WIC 

X 

X 

X 

l 
l 

1 

Implementing 

Agency 

Department  of 
Nutrition, 
University  of 
Nevada,  Reno 

University  of 
Nevada 
Cooperative 
Extension 

UNH  Cooperative 
Extension 

Rutgers,  The  State 
University  of  New 
Jersey 

New  Mexico  State 
University, 
Cooperative 
Extension  Service 

Cornell 

Cooperative 

Extension 

NY  Department  of 
Health 

Forsyth  County 
Health  Department 

Macon  County 
Public  Health 
Center 

North  Carolina 
A&T  State 
University 

North  Carolina 
Cooperative 
Extension  -  NC 
Nutrition  Network 

North  Carolina 
Cooperative 
Extension  - 
Partners  In 
Wellness 

State 

Nevada 

Nevada 

New 

Hampshire 

New  Jersey 

New  Mexico 

New  York 

New  York 

North 
Carolina 

North 
Carolina 

North 
Carolina 

North 
Carolina 

North 
Carolina 
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Implementing 
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North  Carolina 
Division  of  Aging 

North  Dakota  State 
University 
Extension  Service 

Ohio  State 
University 
Extension 

Chickasaw  Nation 

Oklahoma  State 
University 
Cooperative 
Extension  Service 

University  of 
Oklahoma- 
Department  of 
Nutrition  Sciences 
in  the  College  of 
Allied  Health 

Oregon  State 
University, 
Extension  Family 
and  Community 
Development 

Pennsylvania 
Nutrition 
Education 
Program 

University  of 
Rhode  Island 

Clemson 
University 

South  Carolina 
Department  of 
Health  and 
Environmental 
Control,  Office  of 
Public  Health 
Nutrition 

State 

North 
Carolina 

North  Dakota 

Ohio 

Oklahoma 

Oklahoma 

Oklahoma 

Oregon 

Pennsylvania 

Rhode  Island 

South 
Carolina 

South 
Carolina 
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Expanded  Food  and 
Nutrition  Education 
Program 
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Implementing 

Agency 

Central  Vermont 
Community 
Action  Council 
(CVCAC) 

Champlain  Valley 
Office  of 
Economic 
Opportunity 
(CVOEO) 

University  of 
Vermont 

Vermont 
Campaign  to  End 
Childhood  Hunger 

Virginia 
Polytechnic 
Institute  and  State 
University 

Department  of 
Social  and  Health 
Services,  Aging 
and  Disability 
Services 
Administration 

Washington  State 
Department  of 
Health 

Washington  State 
University 

West  Virginia 
University 

Great  Lakes  Inter- 
Tribal  Council 

Ho-Chunk  Nation 

University  of 
Wisconsin- 
Extension 

University  of 
Wyoming 
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University  of 
Alaska  Fairbanks, 
Cooperative 
Extension  Service 

Arizona 
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Health  Services 

Family  and 

Consumer 

Sciences, 

Cooperative 

Extension 

Service, 

University  of 

Arkansas 

University  of 
Arkansas  at  Pine 
Bluff 

California 
Department  of 
Health 

Services/Califomi 
a  Nutrition 
Network 

University  of 
California,  Davis 

Colorado  State 
University 

CT  Department 
of  Public  Health 

University  of 
Connecticut, 
Family  Nutrition 
Program 

DC  Department 
of  Health 

State 

Alaska 

Arizona 

Arkansas 

Arkansas 

California 

California 
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Connecticut 

Connecticut 

DC 
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University  of 
Florida 

University  of 
Georgia,  Older 
Adults 

University  of 
Georgia 
Cooperative 
Extension  Service 

University  of 
Hawaii, 
Cooperative 
Extension  Service 

University  of 
Idaho  Extension 
Nutrition 
Program 

University  of 
Illinois  Extension 
at  Urbana- 
Champaign 

University  of 
Illinois  at 
Chicago,  Division 
of  Community 
Health 

Purdue  University 
Cooperative 
Extension  Service 

Iowa  Nutrition 
Network;  Iowa 
Department  of 
Public  Health 

Iowa  State 
University 
Extension 

State 

Delaware 

Florida 

Georgia 
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Hawaii 

Idaho 

Illinois 

Illinois 

Indiana 

Iowa 

Iowa 
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Kansas  State 
University/State 
Department  of 
Social  and 
Rehabilitation 
Services 

University  of 
Kentucky 

Louisiana  State 
University 

Maine  Nutrition 
Network 

University  of 
Maine 

Cooperative 
Extension 

Maryland 

Cooperative 

Extension 

University  of 
Massachusetts 

Michigan  State 

University 

Extension 

Minnesota 
Chippewa  Tribe 

University  of 
Minnesota 
College  of 
Human  Ecology 

Alcorn  State 
University 

Mississippi  State 
University 

State 

Kansas 

Kentucky 

Louisiana 

Maine 

Maine 

Maryland 

Massachusetts 

Michigan 
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Mississippi 

Mississippi 
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Department  of 
Health  and  Senior 
Services,  Bureau 
of  Nutrition 
Policy  and 
Education 

University  of 
Missouri- 
Columbia 

Montana  State 
University 

University  of 
Nebraska 

Department  of 
Nutrition, 
University  of 
Nevada,  Reno 

University  of 
Nevada 
Cooperative 
Extension 

UNH  Cooperative 
Extension 

Rutgers,  The 
State  University 
of  New  Jersey 

New  Mexico 
State  University, 
Cooperative 
Extension  Service 

Cornell 

Cooperative 

Extension 

NY  Department 
of  Health 

State 

Missouri 

Missouri 

Montana 

Nebraska 

Nevada 

Nevada 
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New  York 

New  York 
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Center 
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A&T  State 
University 
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Cooperative 
Extension  -  NC 
Nutrition 
Network 
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Cooperative 
Extension  - 
Partners  In 
Wellness 

North  Carolina 
Division  of  Aging 

North  Dakota 
State  University 
Extension  Service 

Ohio  State 
University 
Extension 

Chickasaw 
Nation 

Oklahoma  State 
University 
Cooperative 
Extension  Service 

University  of 

State 

North  Carolina 

North  Carolina 

North  Carolina 
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North  Carolina 
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Oklahoma 
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University, 
Extension  Family 
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Development 

Pennsylvania 
Nutrition 
Education 
Program 

University  of 
Rhode  Island 

Clemson 
University 
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Department  of 
Health  and 
Environmental 
Control,  Office  of 
Public  Health 
Nutrition 

South  Dakota 
State  University 
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Extension  Service 
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University, 
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Education 

Program 
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Food  Bank 

Houston  Food 
Bank 

San  Antonio 
Food  Bank 

South  Plains 
Food  Bank 

Tarrant  Area 
Food  Bank 
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Extension 

Utah  State 
University 

Bennington 
Rutland 
Opportunity 
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Office  of 
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III.    State  Profiles 


Alabama 

FNS  Region 

Southeast 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$6,324,790 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$10,040,879 

Federal 

$5  020  439 

iion-ieuerai 

A  i/orodfi   tT  W       \i     filial  ou  Pat*  I*  W  P   I'  o  fti/ii  no  nt 

AVcidgc  r  ijli  ML  VJUlIdy  rtl  r  k3i    ■  alllCipalll 

J>ZU 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

f<=1R5%  Pnvprtv^ 
ioj  /o  jt  uvti  ly ) 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

100% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

33% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

No  local  food  stamp  offices  wereinvolved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

_* 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

The  Alabama  implementing  agencies  did  not  participate  in  this  review. 

*Missing  Data 
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Alaska 

FNS  Region 

Western 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

ciin  nnn 

ji  iy,yyu 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$122,344 

Federal 

$61,172 

Non-federal 

$61,172 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$2 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$1 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

0% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

0% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Only  a  few  local  food  stamp  offices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

8% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

1 

Alaska-University  of  Alaska  Fairbanks,  Cooperative  Extension  Service 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

6 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

i^umuci  ui  ujurt  riugidiua  Willi  wiiilii  well 

Coordinated 

1 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$277,380 

Total  Outlays 

$277,380 

Federal 

$138,690 

Non-Federal 

$138,690 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

55% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

100% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

5 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

20 

o    Adults  (18-59  years) 

60 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

15 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

70 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

10 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

15 

o     Other  persons  (185%+ of  poverty) 

5 
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Alaska-University  of  Alaska  Fairbanks,  Cooperative  Extension  Service 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Whole  grains,  Fruits  and  vegetables,  Safe  foods 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

A  Few 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Most 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

None 

Direct  Education 

I  c» 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

7 

Most 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

i  udiil  scnuuis  ^IV-lZj. 

T  Icpn-(~irni in  ^lntrlp  ^PQQinn 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Not  Used 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

JNot  used 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Not  Used 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

2 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Sub  ject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Few  services 
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Arizona 

FNS  Region 

Western 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$6,814,293 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$9,700,007 

Federal 

$4,850,003 

Non-federal 

$4,850,004 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$18 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$5 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

100% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

50% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

All  local  food  stamp  offices  were  involved  in  some  manner 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

25% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

1 

Arizona-Arizona  Department  of  Health  Services 

Type  of  Organization 

A  division  of  a  State  or  territorial  health  department 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

0 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

32 

Nutrition  Network 

Yes 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

51 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

Number  of  LSDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

2 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$13,628,586 

Total  Outlays 

$10,620,491 

Federal 

$4,633,612 

Non-Federal 

$5,986,879 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

1 00% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

80% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

20 

o    School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

66 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

12 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

2 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

50 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

25 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

25 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

0 
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Arizona-Arizona  Department  of  Health  Services 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Physically  active,  Fruits  and  vegetables,  Low  fat 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Most 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

A  Few 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

7 

Most 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

PnhlJp  crhnnlc  fK_1?1« 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

uscu-vjroup  oingie  session 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

INCH  useu 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

jNot  used 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Not  Used 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

3 

Social  Marketing 

Yes 

Number  of  Campaigns 

4 

Any  Statewide 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used 

in  Campaign(s) 

6 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

All  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

Yes 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Some  services 
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Arkansas 

FNS  Region 

Southwest 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

Total  rSNE  Outlays 

3>2,592, 1 99 

Federal 

$1,296,099 

Non-federal 

$1,296,100 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$7 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$3 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

80% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

17% 

Many,  but  not  all,  local  foodstamp  offices  were  involved  in 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

42% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

2 

Arkansas-Family  and  Consumer  Sciences,Cooperative  Extension  Service,  University  of  Arkansas 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

48 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

U 

Nutrition  Network 

INO 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

XT/  A 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

7 

Number  of  USDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

0 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$2,290,448 

Total  Outlays 

$2,162,308 

Federal 

$1,081,154 

Non-Federal 

$1,081,154 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

64% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

99% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

1 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

93 

o    Adults  (18-59  years) 

6 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

0 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

5 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

95 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

0 
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Arkansas-Family  and  Consumer  Sciences,Cooperative  Extension  Service,  University  of  Arkansas 

Physically  active,  Pyramid,  Whole  grains,  Fruits  and  vegetables, 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Low  fat,  Moderate  sugar  intake 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

A  Few 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Most 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

7 

Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

useu-vjroup  iviuuipie  oessions 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

useu-vjruup  oingie  oession 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Mflt  T  Tear) 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Not  Used 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

3 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

XT  /  A 

IN/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

No  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Some  services 
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Arkansas 

FNS  Region 

Southwest 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

3)2,583,372 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$2,592,199 

Federal 

$1,296,099 

Non-federal 

$1,296,100 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$7 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$3 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

80% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

17% 

Many,  but  not  all,  local  foodstamp  offices  were  involved  in 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

42% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

2 

Arkansas-University  of  Arkansas  at  Pine  Bluff 

Ttmp  nf  Oron n  179 Hnn 

1   >  1 1  v    Ul   \J  1  L,iIIII/*lll'MI 

Thp  f^noriprjitivp  pYtprwinri  ^ph/ipp  nf  a  T  anrl-firant  T  Imvptxirv 

1  lit  V^\_JV_/LJtl  dll  V  t  L>  A  LCI  lo  1VJ11             VILt  VJI  <X   1    ill  IU    V  II  til  It    U  111  V  tl  oily 

1  >  LI  \,  HI  r\  HICCIIICIII   Vt  1 1 1 1   .  ~  1   .  >  r\ 

IntPT*iio'pnp\/  A  cxrppmpnt 
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i 

lltl'ltllkfl            i  1  t  \  \   t  \  V  \-' 

i>uiriiiun  iicivvuiK 

i  es 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

147 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

2 

Tfc.T            l_               flip  ¥-v   »     r%                                     •  .  i           p    •     |     « i  7  g| 

Number  of  USDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

0 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$626,032 

Total  Outlays 

$508,524 

Federal 

$214,945 

Non-Federal 

$293,579 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

11% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

100% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

All  required 

Target  Audience 

FSP  recipients  and  applicants  only 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

3 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

42 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

48 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+ years) 

7 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

80 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

10 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

9 

o     Other  persons  (185%+ of  poverty) 

1 

69 


Arkansas-University  of  Arkansas  at  Pine  Bluff 

Healthv  weitrht  PvramiH  Wholp  trains  Fruits  anH  vpoprahlpc 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Safe  foods,  Low  fat,  Moderate  sugar  intake,  Less  salt 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Some 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Some 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Snanish 

ij  L/CII 1 1  Oil 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

\  11  1 1 1 1  "W 1 1*  n  f"  IV  l        fori  t  ^ottindt  I'd  r  \~W  i'  i\ft  IT  i\  n/*o  tirtrt 
liUIIIUtl   Ul  LrlllCIClll  OClllllg3  1UI    1711  ci.  1  IMIUldllUIl 

Q 

y 

Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o     Food  Stamp  Offices: 

I  Jsed-One-on-Onp  Sinplp  Spssinn 

o      1  oral  f^onnprjitivp  F'vtpn^inn  Offirps* 

Not  T  lied 

n      Pnhlip  srhnnls 

T  IcpH_iirr\iin  \A  iiltir\1f»  ^Ipcciatic 
UoCU'VJIUUU  IVIUIIIUIC  kjC&MUIlo 

o     Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YJVICA,  etc: 

T  T  1     /-l                       If      I,"       1  O 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o     Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o     Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o     v\  H  clinics: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o     Health  care  sites: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o    Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Not  Used 

o    Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o     Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o     Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Not  Used 

o     Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o  Other: 

None  Listed 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

2 

Social  Marketing 

Yes 

Number  of  Campaigns 

4 

Any  Statewide 

No 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

3 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o     Social  Marketing: 

No 

o     Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o     Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Sub  ject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Some  services 
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California 

FNS  Region 

Western 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$86,689,306 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$65,083,924 

Federal 

$32,541,962 

Non-federal 

$32,541,962 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$35 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$6 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

100% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

17% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Some  local  food  stamp  offices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

17% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

2 

California-California  Department  of  Health  Services/California  Nutrition  Network 

Type  of  Organization 

A  division  of  a  State  or  territorial  health  department 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

0 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

204 

Nutrition  Network 

Yes 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

410 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

7 

Number  of  USDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

0 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$176,165,1  16 

Total  Outlays 

$55,267,676 

Federal 

$27,633,838 

Non-Federal 

<C?7  f.T.T. 

4>     1  ,UJ  J,OJO 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNF 

1 00% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

0% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

Don't  know,  policy  varies 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o    School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

40 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

60 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

0 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

0 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

40 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

0 
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California-California  Department  of  Health  Services/California  Nutrition  Network 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Physically  active,  Fruits  and  vegetables 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Most 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Some 

Arabic,  Cambodian,  Chinese,  Hindi,  Hmong,  Korean,  Portugese, 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Russian,  Spanish, Vietnamese, Thai 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

12 

Mosl 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Groun  Multinle  Sessions 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

useu-oruup  oingie  session 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

JNot  Used 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

Farmers'  Markets  Health  Fairs,  Flea  Markets,  Public  relations 

venues,  Community  college  sites,  Park  &Recreation  sites,  Safe 

Route  2  Schools,  PTAs,  Promatoras  Community  Centers-Group 

o 

Other: 

Single  Session 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

4 

Social  Marketing 

Yes 

Number  of  Campaigns 

i 
1 

Any 

Statewide 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used 

in  Campaign(s) 

7 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

Yes 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Many  services 
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California 

FNS  Region 

Western 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$86,689,306 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$65,083,924 

Federal 

$32,541,962 

Non-federal 

$32,541,962 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$35 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$6 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

100% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

17% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Some  local  food  stamp  offices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

17% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

2 

California-University  of  California,  Davis 

A  department  or  college,  other  than  public  health,  within  a 

Type  of  Organization 

university 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

39 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

19 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

5 

Number  of  USDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

3 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$10,974,120 

Total  Outlays 

$10,414,805 

Federal 

$4,908,124 

nun  r  cutri  di 

J)J,JUO,DO  1 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

75% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

70% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

All  required 

Target  Audience 

FSP  recipients  and  eligibles  only  (household  income  at  or  below 

130%  of  poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

5 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

65 

o    Adults  (18-59  years) 

30 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

0 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

85 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

15 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

# 
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California-University  of  California,  Davis 

Healthy  weight,  Pyramid,  Whole  grains,  Fruits  and  vegetables, 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Safe  foods,  Low  fat,  Moderate  sugar  intake 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

A  Few 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Most 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Cambodian,  Chinese,  Hmong,  Spanish, Vietnamese 

Direct  Education 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

10 

Most 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

T  J^pfl-frrni in  K4n1tinlp  ^p<:<:inn<: 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

inoi  used 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

inoi  useu 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

3 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

All  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

All  services 
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Colorado 

FNS  Region 

Mt.  Plains 

Approved  Federal  rSINL  Budget 

<T  1  Cil  Tin 

I  otal  FSNE  Outlays 

$5,125,461 

Federal 

$2,562,730 

Non-federal 

$2,562,731 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$21 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$5 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

54% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

50% 

Many,  but  not  all,  local  foodstamp  offices  were  involved  in 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

50% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

1 

Colorado-Colorado  State  University 

Other  Land  Grant  University  that  involves  Cooperative 

Extension  AND  the  Department  of  Food  Science  and  Human 

"XT        A        '  A  '                          A                    1                      1                          A                    A                                   A                    il                    TT*                          *  A 

Nutrition.  A  sub-subcontract  goes  to  other  University- 

Type  of  Organization 

University  of  Colorado  Health  Sciences  Center. 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

IV  umber  of  Local  Projects 

zo 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

5 

Nutrition  Network 

Yes 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

14 

Number  of  Other  Formal  I A  Partners 

A 

U 

Number  of  USDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

2 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$5,135,492 

Total  Outlays 

$5,135,492 

Federal 

$2,547,1 12 

Non-Federal 

$2,588,380 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

63% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

100% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

FSP  recipients  and  eligibles  only  (household  income  at  or  below 

Target  Audience 

130%  of  poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

22 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

58 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

20 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

0 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

16 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

35 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

49 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

0 
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Colorado-Colorado  State  University 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Pyramid,  Whole  grains,  Fruits  and  vegetables,  Safe  foods 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Most 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

A  Few 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

Vac 

Y  es 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

0 

o 

Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Used-Other-Individual  ( Self-Taueht) 

o 

1  r\f*  o  1        f\  i\  t\  a  i*  o  1 1\?  a  In  v  t  n  n  1 1  a  n  ilifi  aac  • 
jLiUCal  ^OUpciallVt:  tLAltllSIOn  VJIIILcS, 

Not  Used 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

UotU   VJ  1  \J LI IJ  1V1U1 IIIJIC'  OCoSIUIlS 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

"it  J    /"i                 »  «     i,"     1  o 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Used-Utner-Individual  (Sen- 1  aught) 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Used-Otner-lndividual  (Selt- 1  aught) 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

T  T         J    z"1                    H  X      1a*      1  O 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Not  Used 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

2 

Social  Marketing 

Yes 

Number  of  Campaigns 

1 

Any  Statewide 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

0 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

Yes 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Many  services 

Connecticut 

FNS  Region 

Northeast 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$2,530,006 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$4,395,941 

Federal 

$2,197,970 

Non-federal 

$2,197,971 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$22 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$7 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

100% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

0% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Some  local  food  stamp  offices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

8% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

2 

Connecticut-CT  Department  of  Public  Health 

Type  of  Organization 

A  division  of  a  State  or  territorial  health  department 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

0 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

3 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

Number  of  LSDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

0 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$1,315,942 

Total  Outlays 

$1,276,880 

Federal 

$618  909 

l^UII   ■  CUCI  al 

t£S7  Q7  1 

°/n  nf  Cnnntips  in  Stutp  I  A  Spi-vpH  with  PSNF 

/u  Ul  V^UUlllIt:)  111  Jlalc  1 .  \  OCI  Veil  Willi  r  jlllli 

l  uu  /o 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

40% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  voluntary  certification 

FSP  recipients  and  eligibles  only  (household  income  at  or  below 

Target  Audience 

130%  of  poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

50 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

10 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

40 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

0 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

30 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

60 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

10 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

0 
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Connecticut-CT  Department  of  Public  Health 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Pyramid,  Fruits  and  vegetables 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Most 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

A  Few 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

5 

Most 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Not  Used 

Pnhlir  srhnnk  IK-12V 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

uacu-wiic-uii-wiic  oniric  session 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

INOl  Ubctl 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

IN  I) I  USctl 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

uscu-unc-on-une  oingie  oession 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Not  Used 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

3 

Social  Marketing 

Yes 

Number  of  Campaigns 

1 

l 

Any  Statewide 

No 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

4 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

All  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

Yes 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Many  services 
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Connecticut 

FNS  Region 

Northeast 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$2,530,006 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$4,395,941 

Federal 

$2,197,970 

Non-federal 

$2,197,971 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$22 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$7 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

100% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

0% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Some  local  food  stamp  offices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

8% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

2 

Connecticut-University  of  Connecticut,  Family  Nutrition  Program 

A  nutrition  or  public  health  school/department/college  within  a 

Type  of  Organization 

university 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

6 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

4 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

1 

Number  of  USDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

3 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$3,744,068 

Total  Outlays 

$3,218,054 

Federal 

$1  609  027 

\  n  n  ~  F      a  r*5i  1 
liUII   r  CUCI  at 

J>  1  ,OU7,UZ  / 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

0% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

87% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  voluntary  certification 

FSP  recipients  and  eligibles  only  (household  income  at  or  below 

Target  Audience 

130%  of  poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

0 

o    Adults  (18-59  years) 

0 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

0 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

80 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

15 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

o     Other  persons  (185%+ of  poverty) 

5 
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Connecticut-University  of  Connecticut,  Family  Nutrition  Program 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Pyramid,  Fruits  and  vegetables,  Safe  foods 

Proportion  01  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Most 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Some 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Cambodian,  Spanish, Vietnamese 

Direct  Education 

Yps 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

10 

Most 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

T  JspH-Ctronn  Mnltmlp  ^p<;*;inn<; 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

used-utner-lndividual  (sell- 1  augnt) 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

T  IcoA    HlUaf    Jr^AiniAiin]    /Coif  Tnn^UA 

used-utner-individuai  (5>eit- 1 augnt) 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

useu-vjroup  oingic  oession 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Not  Used 

o 

Work  sites: 

JNot  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

primary  care  and  &  WIC  waiting  areas-Other-Individual  (Self- 

o 

Other: 

Taught) 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

3 

Social  Marketing 

Yes 

Number  of  Campaigns 

2 

Any  Statewide 

No 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used 

in  Campaign(s) 

4 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

All  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

Yes 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Many  services 
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DC 

FNS  Region 

Mid-Atlantic 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$500,000 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$450,843 

Federal 

$225,422 

Non-federal 

$225,421 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$5 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$3 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

100% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

33% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Some  local  food  stamp  offices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

25% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

1 

DC-DC  Department  of  Health 

Type  of  Organization 

A  division  of  a  State  or  territorial  health  department 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Memorandum  of  Understanding 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

0 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

2 

Nutrition  Network 

Yes 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

12 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

Number  of  USDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

0 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$1,000,000 

Total  Outlays 

$450,843 

Federal 

$??5  47? 

i>on-r  euerai 

(lie  Al  1 

o/n  nf  f'niintips  in  Sfafp  I  A  CorvoH  with  PQIMF 

/o  ui  v_  iiu  u  ut.»  in  oidie  i .' v  jcrvcu  wiin  roi^c* 

i  nno/, 
i  uu  /o 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

100% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

FSP  recipients  and  eligibles  only  (household  income  at  or  below 

Target  Audience 

130%  of  poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

1 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

60 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

20 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

19 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

55 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

25 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

15 

o     Other  persons  (185%+ of  poverty) 

5 
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DC-DC  Department  of  Health 

Healthy  weight,  Physically  active,  Pyramid,  Whole  grains, 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Fruits  and  vegetables,  Low  fat,  Moderate  sugar  intake,  Less  salt 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

A  rew 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

A  Few 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

I'll  CLl   1^ UUV.allUll 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settinps  for  Direct  Education 

1    1  IB  ■  I  ■  UV  K     \J  R    1/                    Vlll    k/V  l  llll  w        ■  \r  I      ■  S  11  VV  I     I  '  U  U  V- 1*  l  lull 

9 

Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o     Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o     Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o     Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o     Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

n  o  i ;  Horn     \/  [V/i  §     A     atf*  • 
Uay  talc,  I  iVH_/\,  clL. 

uscu-oroup  oingie  oession 

O       JMIlcrgt? IlLy  lUUU  a.SSIMdNCt  SIlcS. 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o     Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o     \>  i V  clinics. 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o     neaiin  care  sues. 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o     Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  single  Session 

o     Work  sites: 

iNot  used 

o     Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o     Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Not  Used 

o     Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

WIC  State  Agency  -  6  week  nutrition  classes-Group  Multiple 

o  Other: 

Sessions 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

3 

Social  Marketing 

Yes 

Number  of  Campaigns 

z 

Any  Statewide 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

2 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o     Social  Marketing: 

Yes 

o     Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o     Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Sub  ject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Some  services 
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Delaware 

FNS  Region 

- 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$  - 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$  - 

Federal 

$  - 

Non-federal 

$  - 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$  - 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

S  - 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

100% 

%  of  Dev  elopmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

83% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

1 

Delaware-University  of  Delaware 

Type  of  Organization 

- 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

0 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

Number  of  USDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

1 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$ 

Total  Outlays 

$ 

Federal 

$ 

N on- Federal 

'I'll     1    V-  V  J  V-  1  ((  1 

%  of  Counties  in  State  I A  Served  with  FSNF 

'  VJ    \J  I           \J  U  1  1  I  1  V  .1    in    k_J  lulv    A  /  »    Oil    T  V  U     TI  1111    1    Ljl~  1  ' 

1 00% 

I  \J\J  /u 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

0% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

0 

o    Adults  (18-59  years) 

0 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

0 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

0 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

o     Other  persons  (185%+ of  poverty) 

0 
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Delaware-University  of  Delaware 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Pyramid,  Whole  grains,  Fruits  and  vegetables,  Safe  foods 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

_ 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

None 

Direct  Education 

_ 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

N/A 

Indirect  Education 

_ 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

_ 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

No  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o     Social  Marketing: 

No 

o     Direct  Education: 

No 

o     Indirect  Education: 

No 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 
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Florida 

FNS  Region 

Southeast 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$3,077,056 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$3,598,760 

Federal 

$1,799,380 

Non-federal 

$1,799,380 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$3 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$1 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

51% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

67% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Some  local  food  stamp  offices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

17% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

1 

Florida-University  of  Florida 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

35 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

Number  ot  USDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

0 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$6,459,361 

Total  Outlays 

$3,315,084 

Federal 

$1  5R1  164 

liUII~rtUtl  al 

<c  1  iw  cnn 

J>  1  ,  /  jJ,7iU 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

52% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

10% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

FSP  recipients  and  eligibles  only  (household  income  at  or  below 

Target  Audience 

130%  of  poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

85 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

10 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

5 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

0 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

0 
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Florida-University  of  Florida 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Pyramid,  Fruits  and  vegetables,  Low  fat,  Moderate  sugar  intake 

Proportion  ot  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

A  Few 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Most 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

Voo 
I  C5 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

1  9 
1  z 

Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

l^UloJ  v^UUpcI  all  Vc  ILAlcIlMUIl  vJIULtN. 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

T  I*\pH-(~irniir>  lVTnltinlf*  *\p<;<;inrw 

v  ' , >    ^  1   V  1 1  V.'  11 1 '   ,  VlLlllll'tv  JjlUllj 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Work  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

3 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any 

Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

No  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Some  services 
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Georgia 

FNS  Region 

Southeast 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$1,505,701 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$1,763,986 

Federal 

$881,993 

Non-federal 

$881,993 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$2 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$1 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

60% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

67% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Some  local  food  stamp  offices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

17% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

2 

Georgia-University  of  Georgia  Older  Adults 

A  nutrition  or  public  health  school/department/college  within  a 

Type  of  Organization 

university 

Type  of  Agreement  w  ith  SFSA 

Contract 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

0 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

Number  of  USDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

0 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$485,566 

Total  Outlays 

$438,495 

Federal 

$195,712 

'"II    1  IUCI  til 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

36% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

50% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o    School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

0 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

0 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

100 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

20 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

60 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

10 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

10 
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Georgia-University  of  Georgia  Older  Adults 

Physically  active,  Pyramid,  Whole  grains,  Fruits  and  vegetables, 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Safe  foods,  Low  fat,  Moderate  sugar  intake,  Less  salt 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Most 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

A  Few 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

None 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

1 

Most 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Not  Used 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

XTr\f  T  Too/-! 

inch  useo 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

i\OL  USctl 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

u seu-L/eii very  ivioue  unKnown 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

inch  useu 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

iNui  useu 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

fNOt  useu 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Not  Used 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

1 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

XT  /  A 

IN/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

Yes 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Some  services 
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Georgia 

FNS  Region 

Southeast 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$1,505,701 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$1,763,986 

Federal 

$881,993 

Non-federal 

$881,993 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$2 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$1 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

60% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

67% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Some  local  food  stamp  offices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

17% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

2 

Georgia-University  of  Georgia  Cooperative  Extension  Service 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Contract 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

59 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

Number  of  USDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

1 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$2,545,998 

Total  Outlays 

$1,372,772 

Federal 

$686,386 

Non-Federal 

$686  386 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNF 

67% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

83% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  1 85%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

21 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

42 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

17 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

20 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

0 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

100 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

0 
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Georgia-University  of  Georgia  Cooperative  Extension  Service 

Healthy  weight,  Pyramid,  Fruits  and  vegetables,  Safe  foods, 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Low  fat 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Some 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Some 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  FHncation 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settinps  for  Direct  Education 

1 1 

Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o     Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o     Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o     Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o     Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o     E/inergcncy  ioou  <tssisi<tnie  sues. 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o     Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o     WIC  clinics: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o     nediin  Ldrc  sues. 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o     Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o     Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o     Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o     Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o     Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o  Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

3 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

XT  /  A 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

No  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o     Social  Marketing: 

Yes 

o     Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o     Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Some  services 
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Hawaii 

FNS  Region 

Western 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$160,000 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$20,468 

Federal 

$10,234 

Non-federal 

$10,234 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$0.21 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$0.07 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

100% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

50% 

Many,  but  not  all,  local  foodstamp  offices  were  involved  in 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

25% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

1 

Hawaii-University  of  Hawaii,  College  of  Tropical  Agriculture  and  Human  Resources,  Cooperative  Extension  Service 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Memorandum  of  Understanding 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

0 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  I A  Partners 

5 

Number  of  USDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

1 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$320,000 

Total  Outlays 

$20,468 

Federal 

$10,234 

Non-Federal 

$10,234 

%  of  Counties  in  State  I A  Served  with  FSNF 

/U  Ul                               111   .MillC   I .  \  JCI  VCU   Willi   1  .  J ,  1  1  j 

1  00% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

0% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

10 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

25 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

30 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

35 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

0 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

0 
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Hawaii-University  of  Hawaii,  College  of  Tropical  Agriculture  and  Human  Resources,  Cooperative  Extension  Service 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Fruits  and  vegetables,  Safe  foods 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

A  Few 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

All 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

None 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

8 

Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

INVJl  UoCU 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

T  I Cf^H—lrTv^i N^nltit^lp  \pccinnc 
SCU-VJI  UUp  IVlUllipiC  JtaalUUs 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

1NLH  UaCU 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

uscu-vjroup  oniric  ocssiun 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Work  sites: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Not  Used 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Other: 

Transitional  shelters,  food  pantries-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

3 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

VT7  A 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

No  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Some  services 
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Idaho 

FNS  Region 

Western 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

C77Q  ^  1  Q 

1  otal  rSINL  Outlays 

Federal 

$608,677 

Non-federal 

$608,677 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$13 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$3 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

64% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

0% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Only  a  few  local  food  stampoffices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

8% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

1 

Idaho-University  of  Idaho  Extension  Nutrition  Program 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

4 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

Number  of  USDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

1 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$1,559,038 

Total  Outlays 

$1,187,030 

Federal 

$593,515 

Non-Federal 

$593,515 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

64% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

100% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

9 

o    School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

82 

o    Adults  (18-59  years) 

8 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

1 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

0 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

o    Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

0 
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Idaho-University  of  Idaho  Extension  Nutrition  Program 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Physically  active,  Pyramid,  Fruits  and  vegetables,  Safe  foods 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

A  Few 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Most 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

7 

Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o     Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o     Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o     Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o    Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

udy  lare,  i  ivi^/\,  eic 

ubcu-oroup  oingjc  oession 

pi      Fmpropnev  fnnH  ti««i«tiin<*p  €itp^' 

Li  IIICI  ECU V  V   IUUU  a3913lall\.i:  sues* 

1  I Cf^H—I  mp_nn_ritip  >y i ti (t  1 \pcciati 
UoCU~V_/IIC~wIl~WllC  OlllgIC  OCsslUll 

pi      FIHprlv  sppvipp^ 

'J         1  ^  1     V.  I  ly  SCI  VIVC9  Mlt  > 

1  I Cf^H_iTt*r\i in  NirKTip  \pccir\n 
oCU-VJl  UUp  OlllgIC  OCsMUIl 

pi       Wff"*  plinips* 

'•J              TT  1  V  11111113* 

UoCU  VJlUUp  OlllglC  otaMUIl 

pi      T-lpiilth  Piifp  s.itp^* 

'J           I  ILullll   Idl  V  311C3S 

Not  T  TqpH 

/ — v                  A    l  \                   /  k  / 1  •■/■•ill  / 1  n     it  ■  1  ft     I  I'll  ■  11  ■  n  / 1  f 

o     /\uun  euuiaiion  anu  training  sues 

INCH  UScG 

o    Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o     Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o     Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o     Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Not  Used 

o  Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

3 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

XT/  A 

IN/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

No  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o     Social  Marketing: 

No 

o     Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o     Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Many  services 
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Illinois 

FNS  Region 

Midwest 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

<CA  10  1  All 
J>0, 1  Z  1  ,HjJ 

1  otal  rSINL  Outlays 

3)  1  1 ,  /  /  I  ,z35 

Federal 

$5,885,617 

Non-federal 

$5,885,618 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$11 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$3 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

100% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

50% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Some  local  food  stamp  offices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

42% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

2 

Illinois-University  of  Illinois  Extension  at  Urbana-Champaign 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

0 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

Numhpr  of  1  ISO  A  Prnaram^  with  whirh  VVpII 

liuiiiu^i   ui      iji/n  i  i  u^i  dun  Willi  vviihh  vtcii 

Coordinated 

6 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$7,842,722 

Total  Outlays 

$8,284,906 

Federal 

$4,142,453 

Non-Federal 

$4,142,453 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

95% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

5% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

All  required 

FSP  recipients  and  eligibles  only  (household  income  at  or  below 

Target  Audience 

130%  of  poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

3 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

40 

o    Adults  (18-59  years) 

50 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

7 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

80 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

20 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

o     Other  persons  ( 1 85%+  of  poverty) 

0 
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Illinois-University  of  Illinois  Extension  at  Urbana-Champaign 

Pvramid  Whole  erains  Fruits  and  vepetahles  Safe  fonHs   T  nw 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

fat 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Most 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

A  Few 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Snanish 

Direct  Education 

Vac 

Y  es 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

Q 

Most 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Used-Groun  Sins?le  Session 

v_>  L.5  V  VJ     \JI  VUU    UlllCllv    UvO  J1U1I 

o 

l.ocal  Cooperative  Extension  Offices- 

-J  \J  V-  tM  1    V  UV  I  till  »  V    M-J  AlVll  JIO  11    V  7  lllVViJI 

Not  Used 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

T  TQ^H-firfMin  N/lnltinlp  ^p<;?innc 

U  otU  V. J  1  \J  LI  I  /  1V1U11IL/1C  lJCjoIvJIIS 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

JNot  Used 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Not  Used 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

2 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used 

in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Sub  ject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Some  services 
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Illinois 

FNS  Region 

Midwest 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

3>o,  1  L  1 ,4  33 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

(Til   n  i   "i  *>  c 

3)1 1,771,235 

Federal 

$5,885,617 

Non-federal 

$5,885,618 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$11 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$3 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

100% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

50% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Some  local  food  stamp  offices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

42% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

2 

Illinois-University  of  Illinois  at  Chicago,  Division  of  Community  Health 

A  department  or  college,  other  than  public  health,  within  a 

Type  of  Organization 

university 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Contract 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

0 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

2 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

6 

Niimhpr  nf  I             Prnor^ms  with  w  hii*h  W^ll 

i^UIIILF*.!    \t  1    UiJ  M.J  r\   I   1  Ul^l  ulll3   Willi    Wllll.ll  ttCII 

Coordinated 

2 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$4,590,405 

Total  Outlays 

$3,486,328 

Federal 

$1,743,164 

Non-Federal 

$1,743,164 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

2% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

43% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

All  required 

FSP  recipients  and  eligibles  only  (household  income  at  or  below 

Target  Audience 

130%  of  poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

1 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

50 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

44 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

5 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

0 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

o     Other  persons  (185%+ of  poverty) 

0 
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Illinois-University  of  Illinois  at  Chicago,  Division  of  Community  Health 

Healthy  weight,  Pyramid,  Whole  grains,  Fruits  and  vegetables, 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Low  fat 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Some 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Some 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

x  es 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

s 

O 

Mosl 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

T  J'spH-rrrnim  rVTnltinlf*  ^p«;*;inn<; 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

INCH  USCU 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Work  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Not  Used 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

No 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

N/A 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Many  services 
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Indiana 

FN'S  Region 

Midwest 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$1,372,428 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$2,526,322 

Federal 

$1,263,161 

Non-federal 

$1,263,161 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$5 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$2 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

60% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

50% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

All  local  food  stamp  officeswere  involved  in  some  manner 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

25% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

1 

Indiana-Purdue  University  Cooperative  Extension  Service 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

55 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

1 

i>umoer  oi  i  r> 1 7 .* v  r  rograms  wun  wnicn  wen 

Coordinated 

1 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$3,531,002 

Total  Outlays 

$2,283,673 

Federal 

$1,138,752 

Non-Federal 

$1,144,921 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

60% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

25% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  w  ith 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

3 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

7 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

75 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

15 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

0 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

0 
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Indiana-Purdue  University  Cooperative  Extension  Service 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Physically  active,  Pyramid,  Fruits  and  vegetables 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Most 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

- 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

None 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

8 

Mosl 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Not  Used 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

T  I Qf*r]—C  in~\  1 1  vt  1\/Ti  1 1  tir\l  ^At'cmnc 
KJ  oCU-vJl  UULJ  IVILUIILMC  OCbolUIlo 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

1  Jsed-One-ori-OriP  with  Multin1pSp,s<\inn,s 

\— '  l?  VVl    W  I IV    KJ 1 1    V—v*  1 1 V    Willi    IVlUIUL/lv  Uv  lj  O  1  \Jl  liJ 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

T  I*vpH-f~i rni in  "N/fnltinlp  SpcciriTic 

\J  otVi   VJ  1  VJ  LI  LJ  IVIUILIUIC  OtSSlvJllS 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

T  IspH-Onp-nn-Onp  with  IVTnltmlp^pccirmc 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Not  Used 

1  ^  KJ  I    W  JvU 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

1  Icprl-iirAnn  \A n ltinl^  ^pcci nnc 
VJoCvJ  vJlvJUU  1V1U1L1UIC  oCoMwllo 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

2 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

NT /A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used 

in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Many  services 
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Iowa 

FNS  Region 

Mt.  Plains 

Approved  Federal  rSNE  Budget 

<n  T  A  A   A1  1 

Total  HSNL  Outlays 

3)3,475,623 

Federal 

$1,737,812 

Non-federal 

$1,737,81 1 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$19 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$5 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

36% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

33% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

No  local  food  stamp  offices  wereinvolved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

2 

Iowa  -  Iowa  Nutrition  Network;  Iowa  Department  of  Public  Health 

Type  of  Organization 

A  local  public  health  department 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Memorandum  of  Understanding 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

0 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

19 

Nutrition  Network 

Yes 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

50 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

2 

Niiinhpi'  r»f*  1  l^in  A  PrAorQirifi  witli  ut/hifh  Wf»ll 
^  U  III  IK  1    Ul   \J                I  1  Ugl  dlllS  Willi  WHICH  Well 

Coordinated 

1 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$3,040,018 

Total  Outlays 

$2,222,560 

Federal 

$1,088,484 

Non-Federal 

$1,134,076 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

27% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

90% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

5 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

58 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

11 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

26 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

0 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

o    Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

o     Other  persons  (185%+ of  poverty) 

0 

Iowa  -  Iowa  Nutrition  Network;  Iowa  Department  of  Public  Health 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Pyramid,  Fruits  and  vegetables 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Some 

F Isf^whprf/CiistoiniypH  hv  TA 

M—J  Klv  T  T  II V  1  V-  /  X  U  <3  K\J  1111  /^v  \M     V  /  T      B  J  k 

K/Trwt 

ividieridis  in  winer  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

6 

Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Used-Delivery  Mode  Unknown 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

JNot  used 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Not  Used 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

T  I              rr\  1 1     \/tii  itir\l.p  ^pccinnc 
UoCU'vJlUUU  1V1UILIL/1C  oCoMUilo 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Other: 

T  rpfpps  to  spmor  hnu^incr-F)plivprv  K/IoHp  T  Inknnwn 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

3 

Social  Marketing 

Yes 

Number  of  Campaigns 

2 

Any 

Statewide 

No 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

5 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

Yes 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Many  services 
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Iowa 

FNS  Region 

Mt.  Plains 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$2,244,43 1 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$3,475,623 

Federal 

$1,737,812 

Non-federal 

$1,737,811 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$19 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$5 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

36% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

0% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

No  local  food  stamp  offices  wereinvolved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

2 

Iowa-Iowa  State  University  Extension 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

28 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

1 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

Number  of  LSDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

1 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$1,449,389 

Total  Outlays 

$1,309,100 

Federal 

$651  854 

\  o  n  -  F  p  H  p  r  a  1 

.  "'Ml     1    \.  UV  1  ill 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNF 

98% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

40% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

FSP  recipients  and  eligibles  only  (household  income  at  or  below 

Target  Audience 

130%  of  poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o    School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

75 

o    Adults  (18-59  years) 

25 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

0 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

57 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

20 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

23 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

0 
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Iowa-Iowa  State  University  Extension 

1  \  I  til  M1U.  1  iUllo  illlU  VCHCLuUlCo,  .Hill  IUUUd,  lVlUUtlalC  oUtitir 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

intake 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Most 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Some 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

^alllUUUlall,  nillUIlg,  .  >j  lalllM  1,  V  ICUlalllChc,  1  Hal 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

c 
D 

Most 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Nnt  I  TqpH 

o 

useu-oroup  iviuiupic  oessions 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Not  Used 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

I  JseH-Onp-on-One  Sinple  Session 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

2 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used 

in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

No  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Many  services 
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Kansas 

FNS  Region 

Mt.  Plains 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$3,029,305 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$4,738,524 

Federal 

$2,369,262 

Non-federal 

$2,369,262 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$28 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$7 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

81% 

%  of  Developmental  Activ  ities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

0% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Some  local  food  stamp  offices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

50% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

1 

Kansas-Kansas  State  University/StateDepartment  of  Social  and  Rehabilitation  Services 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Memorandum  of  Understanding 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

84 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

1 

Nutrition  Network 

Yes 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

17 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

Number  of  USDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

1 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$6,059,798 

Total  Outlavs 

•K4  Q7S  707 

r  i.  (Jc  id  I 

Non-Federal 

$2,606,446 

/o  ol  Counties  in  state  IA  served  with  rSINL 

O  AO  / 

80% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

90% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

FSP  recipients  and  eligibles  only  (household  income  at  or  below 

Target  Audience 

130%  of  poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

37 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

45 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

18 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

0 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

0 
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Kansas-Kansas  State  University/StateDepartment  of  Social  and  Rehabilitation  Services 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Fruits  and  vegetables,  Safe  foods 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Some 

I*  fAnni-ti  t\  ri  at    V  |  ofot*lolc  I  Ifininoton 

i  ruporiioii  ui  jviditridiN  vjrigindicii 

F1  Ispvvhprp/f^n^tnmiypH  hv  f  A 

OU111C 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

9 

Most 

■  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Other-Individual  (Self-Taught) 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Not  Used 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

INCH  UaCU 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

I  Jsed-Ciroun  Mnltinlp  Sessions 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

4 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Many  services 
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Kentucky 

FNS  Region 

Southeast 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$678,982 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$355,326 

Federal 

$177,663 

Non-federal 

$177,663 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$1 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$0.26 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

100% 

%  of  Developmental  Activ  ities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

50% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Only  a  few  local  food  stampoffices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

17% 

Numher  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

1 

Kentucky-University  of  Kentucky 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

0 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

Number  of  USDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

2 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$284,680 

Tnttil  f  ) 1 1  H  ■  i  \  ^ 

I  ''till  V/  U  1 1  a  y  3 

r  euerai 

J>  / Z,0  J  1 

Non-Federal 

$72,651 

/o  ui  ^uuiiiits  in  oidie  i / v  otrveu  wim  roi>JL 

40  /o 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

87% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  voluntary  certification 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  1 85%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

1 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

26 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

64 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

8 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

60 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

8 
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Kentucky-University  of  Kentucky 

Healthy  weight,  Physically  active,  Pyramid,  Fruits  and 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

vegetables 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Most 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Don't  know 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

I  Ca 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

Q 

y 

Mosl 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

T  Tcpr|-(~lroi in  IVTnltinlp  ^p<s<;inn<v 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

JNot  Used 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

JNot  Used 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

3 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

No  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

Yes 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Few  services 
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Louisiana 

FNS  Region 

Southwest 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$1,694,060 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$2,935,688 

Federal 

$1,467,844 

Non-federal 

$1,467,844 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$4 

Average  FSNE  Outlav  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$2 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

78% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

100% 

Many,  but  not  all,  local  foodstamp  offices  were  involved  in 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

67% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

1 

Louisiana-Louisiana  State  University 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Contract 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

64 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

\nmhpr  of  Othpr  Fnrmul  IA  Partnpr« 

■J 

Number  of  USDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

3 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$3,500,000 

Total  Outlays 

$2,600,000 

Federal 

$1  300  000 

Non-Federal 

$1,300,000 

/o  oi  counties  in  state  ia  served  witn  raiNU, 

OO/O 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

40% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

All  required 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

15 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

40 

o    Adults  (18-59  years) 

30 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

15 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

65 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

25 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

8 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

2 
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Louisiana-Louisiana  State  University 

Healthy  weight,  Physically  active,  Pyramid,  Whole  grains, 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Fruits  and  vegetables 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Most 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Most 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

I  Co 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

12 

Mosl 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

T  J^pH-Crroun  SincHp  SIpssioti 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

T  Tc<=»rl    0+l-»0»-   Tnrli^/irliiol  /Coif  Tnurtlif\ 

usea-utner-inuiviauai  ( sen- 1  augnt ) 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Work  sites: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Not  Used 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

3 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Sub  ject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Some  services 
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Maine 

FNS  Region 

Northeast 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$3,776,254 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$6,528,674 

Federal 

$3,264,337 

Non-federal 

$3,264,337 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$46 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$17 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

100% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

17% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Some  local  food  stamp  offices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

25% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

2 

Maine-Maine  Nutrition  Network,  University  of  Southern  Maine 

A  nutrition  or  public  health  school/department/college  within  a 

Type  of  Organization 

university 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Memorandum  of  Understanding 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

0 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

91 

Nutrition  Network 

Yes 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

255 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

3 

Number  of  USDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

3 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$5,482,228 

Total  Outlays 

$5,032,578 

Federal 

«J>Z.,_)U.J,  J  l  z. 

Non- Federal 

j>z,jzy,uoo 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

100% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

97% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

0 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

0 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

0 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

0 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

0 
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Maine-Maine  Nutrition  Network,  University  of  Southern  Maine 

rtpzdtnv  wpipht  PHvsipallv  aptivp  Prints  anH  v^crptsihlpc 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Moderate  sugar  intake 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Some 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Some 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

None 

Direct  Education 

Y  es 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

7 

Most 

:  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Not  I  Jsed 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Not  I  Ised 

o 

ruoiic  scnoois  (JV-lZ): 

tjbcu-vjiuup  iviuiupic  oCSSlUIlS 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Not  Used 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Not  T  Isprl 

Use  of  media  outlets  (TV,  radio)for  social  marketing  nutrition 

o 

Other: 

messages-Other-Individual  (Self-Taught) 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

3 

Social  Marketing 

Yes 

Number  of  Campaigns 

1 

Any  Statewide 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

5 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

No 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

All  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

Yes 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Sub  ject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Some  services 
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Maine 

FNS  Region 

Northeast 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$3,776,254 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$6,528,674 

Federal 

$3,264,337 

Non-federal 

$3,264,337 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$46 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=I85%  Poverty) 

$17 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

100% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

17% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Some  local  food  stamp  offices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

25% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

2 

Maine-University  of  Maine  Cooperative  Extension 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

Number  of  LSDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

1 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$2,071,650 

Total  Outlays 

$2,078,350 

Federal 

$1,035,265 

Non-Federal 

$1,043,085 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

94% 

%  of  FSNE  Prov  iders  with  College  Degree  or  More 

100% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

Target  Audience 

FSP  recipients  and  applicants  only 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

16 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

50 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

16 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

18 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

54 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

18 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

28 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty  ) 

0 
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Maine-University  of  Maine  Cooperative  Extension 

Hpj^lthv  wpitrht  PvramiH   W/hrilf*  orpine   ^QfW  fr\r\r1c     T  r\wr  -fat 
l  i^aiiiiy  wtigiu,  i  viuiiiiu,   VVIIwIC  i_lillll>>,  oalC  lUUtlo,    LOW  IdX, 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Moderate  sugar  intake,  Less  salt 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  bv  IA 

Most 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Some 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

1NVJ11C 

Direct  Education 

Vol- 

y  es 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

1  A 
11) 

Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

KJ  OV-VJ   VJ1WLIIJ  .  M  1  1     1 1^ 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

T  TcpH  (iTrtnn  N/Ti  1 1  ti  nl  vpccintic 
vJdCU-vJIUUU  1V1U1L1U1C  OCodIUIIo 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

T  TcoA    HtViar   lr\A  i  ^  ri       l  o  1  /Coif  Tnn«Vif\ 

useu-vJiner-inoiviauai  (i>eii- 1 augntj 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Not  Used 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

T  I^prl-Onp-on-Onp  with  MiiltinlpSp^sinrK 

\— '  owu    wiiv    \^ii    vyiiv*    Willi  l  VI  Li  1 11  LJ  1  \*  iJ    J  J  1  \Jl  1  o 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

2 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

No  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

Yes 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

No  services 
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Maryland 

FNS  Region 

Mid-Atlantic 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$1,226,634 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$1,614,800 

Federal 

$807,400 

Non-federal 

$807,400 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$6 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$1 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

67% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

17% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Some  local  food  stamp  offices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

42% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

1 

Maryland-Maryland  Cooperative  Extension 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Ty  pe  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

12 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

Number  of  USDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

■  aani  !  n  'jtoH 
i   Dill  UlllallU 

I A  FSNE  Budget 

$2,453,268 

Total  Outlays 

$1,614,800 

Federal 

$807,400 

Non-Federal 

$807,400 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

58% 

%  of  FSNE  Prov  iders  with  College  Degree  or  More 

100% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  w  ith 

Standardized  Training 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

15 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

40 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

40 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

5 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

0 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

0 
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Maryland-Maryland  Cooperative  Extension 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Pyramid,  Fruits  and  vegetables,  Low  fat 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

A  rew 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Most 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

8 

Most 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Pnhlir  crhnnlc  (K-17\- 

I  Jsed-Groun  Multinle  Sessions 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

u&cu-oiuup  OlllglC  ocsbiun 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

XT/^f  T  Too*-! 
1M  01  Used 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Not  Used 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

2 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Some  services 

Massachusetts 

FNS  Region 

Northeast 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$2,499,099 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$4,076,908 

Federal 

$2,038,454 

Non-federal 

$2,038,454 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$12 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$3 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

86% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

67% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

No  local  food  stamp  offices  wereinvolved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

1 

Massachusetts-University  of  Massachusetts 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

7 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

1 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

5 

I\umber  ot  LJSDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

5 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$4,494,804 

Total  Outlays 

$3,989,796 

Federal 

$1  994  898 

\'n  n-  Ppri  prii  1 

i  'Ull    1   lull  {11 

<C  1  QQA  QQO 

4>  1  ,""^+,0  70 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

79% 

%  of  FSNE  Prov  iders  with  College  Degree  or  More 

74% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

11 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

68 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

20 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

1 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

0 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  pov  ertv) 

0 
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Massachusetts-University  of  Massachusetts 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Physically  active,  Fruits  and  vegetables 

Proportion  ot  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Some 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Some 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

UIlcCl  iLUULdllUll 

I  CS 

IViimhpr*  nf*  DifTprpnt  KptHno^  fnr  Oirppt  F^HnptiHnn 

1  i  UlllUvl    Ul    U 1 1  I  v  I  v.  11 1                             1UI    L/II  V\l  IjUULuUUII 

f. 

Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o    Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o     Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Not  Used 

c\      Pnhlir  cphool^  fl^-17V 

USCU"VJ1UUU  1V1UIIIUIC  OCoSlUllS 

o     Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o     Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

JNot  useo 

o     Elderly  services  site: 

jnol  useo 

o     WIC  clinics: 

Used-Utner-lnaiviaual  (belt- 1  augnt) 

o    Health  care  sites: 

Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

o    Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o    Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o    Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o     Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Not  Used 

o     Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Not  Used 

Homeless  shelters,  pregnant  andparentine  teen  programs, 

o  Other: 

Sheriffs  day  reporting  programs-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

2 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

XT  /  A 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o     Social  Marketing: 

No 

o     Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o     Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Some  services 
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Michigan 

FNS  Region 

Midwest 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$7,699,763 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$13,217,821 

Federal 

$6,416,040 

Non-federal 

$6,801,781 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$14 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$5 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

100% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

0% 

Many,  but  not  all,  local  foodstamp  offices  were  involved  in 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

33% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

1 

Michigan-Michigan  State  University  Extension 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

8 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

11 

Nutrition  Network 

Yes 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

6 

Number  of  LSDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

3 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$15,340,537 

Total  Outlays 

$13,217,820 

Federal 

$6  416  040 

Non-Federal 

$6  801  780 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

100% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

20% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  w  ith 

Standardized  Training 

Only  some  required 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

5 

o    School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

47 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

32 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

16 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

71 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

15 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

12 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

2 
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Michigan-Michigan 

State  University  Extension 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Pyramid,  Fruits  and  vegetables,  Safe  foods 

Proportion  01  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

A  Few 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

A  Few 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish,Vietnamese 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

10 

Mosl 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

Public  srlionk  (K-12V 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-Other-Individual  (Self-Taught) 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Other: 

Shelters-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

3 

Social  Marketing 

Yes 

Number  of  Campaigns 

2 

Any  Statewide 

Nn 

IN  \J 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

4 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

Yes 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Some  services 

Minnesota 

FNS  Region 

Midwest 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$6,403,634 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$11,31 1,237 

Federal 

$5,333,733 

Non-federal 

$5,977,504 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$46 

Avprmn*  KS\K  (  )nll-i\  Ppr  1  nw-lnrnnip  Person 

i  IKI  del    1  kj  1  '  1     V  J  Ul  lu  t    ■  v  1                    1  III  UN  11    1  11  3UII 

(<=185%  P0vertv^ 

$12 

°/o  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

92% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

0% 

Many,  but  not  all,  local  foodstamp  offices  were  involved  in 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

92% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

2 

Minnesota-Minnesota  Chippewa  Tribe 

Type  of  Organization 

A  Tribal  Council  or  TribalHealth  program 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Contract 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

0 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

5 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

V  ■  1  III  1 1  j  1  t~    i  i  )    i   1  |  1 1  i  i  |-    | ,  /ii"  in  ill    1  A      \3  ii  t~  t  II  11  w  1" 

jiuiiiuer  oi  vainer  rormai  i/\  i  ariners 

A 

Number  of  LSDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

2 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$688,665 

Total  Outlays 

$461,088 

Non-Federal 

$118,775 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

18% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

20% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

30 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

40 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

30 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

60 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

10 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

10 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

20 
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Minnesota-Minnesota  Chippewa  Tribe 

r-iPillf'hv  \X/P10"ht     Pn \/C1  CC\  1  \\I  Qr*tl\/fi     P\/rQtYI1fl     \A/^V»r\1o  m*oit-»c 

licailliy  wciglll,  F liy oltal vy  aCLlVC,  ryj. allllU,  VVIIUlc  UialnS, 

Prints  anrl  vptrptiihlp^  Safp  ttioHq  T  nw  fnt  lV4r*Hprutp  enn-ar 

1  luiio  c  1 1 1  kx  v  c^Liauivij,         it  ifvUS,  LU  W   1  tu ,  IVJ.wVJd  d  LC  a  Ut^dl 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

intake 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

A  Few 

Pronortion  of  IVIaterials  OripinateH 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

All 

Alufpriiils  in  Othpt*  I  anoiiaops 

1>J  U11C 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

0 

IVIn^t  Tvnipiil  IVToHp  nf  riirept  P  flnpntiAin 

I'lUSl    1  Vlil^-fll  ITIUUC  Ul    1711  Ctt  I^UULtlllUII 

0      RonH  Stamn  Officer* 

Nnt  T  TspH 

r^i       1  111'  '1 1  f"  Annpr^tivp  Pvtpncinn  t  Y  f "l"i  ( *  i  >  t  * 

useu-uroup  iviuiupie  sessions 

0    Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

0     Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Not  Used 

0     Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

0     WIC  clinics: 

T  T            1  1 — v      1*                      1    /         1  TT1 

Used-Delivery  Mode  Unknown 

0     Health  care  sites: 

Not  Used 

0     Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Not  Used 

0     Work  sites: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

0     Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

0     Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

0     Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Not  Used 

0  Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

2 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

1   '  W  ■  1  ■  «  '  V  I      \r  ■     ■  r  1  ■  ■  V  1   V.  II  I     i'lv  VB  I  £1    X  .  I1UIIII  vliJ 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

1         0     V  / 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

All  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

0     Social  Marketing: 

No 

0     Direct  Education: 

Yes 

0     Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

All  services 
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Minnesota 

FNS  Region 

Midwest 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$6,403,634 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$11,31 1,237 

Federal 

$5,333,733 

Non-federal 

$5,977,504 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$46 

Averape  FSNF  Outlav  Per  I  ow-lncomo  Person 

i<=185%  Poverty) 

$12 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

92% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

0% 

Many,  but  not  all,  local  foodstamp  offices  were  involved  in 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

92% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

2 

Minnesota-University  of  Minnesota  College  of  Human  Ecology 

A  department  or  college,  other  than  public  health,  within  a 

Type  of  Organization 

university 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

11 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

3 

Nutrition  Network 

Yes 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

32 

1  uiiii/tl   Ul  V  J  lllvl    1  Ul  1 1 1  a  1  1  /  \  1  at  Mill  3 

~i 
j 

Number  of  LSDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

0 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$11,774,270 

Total  Outlays 

$10  599  798 

Federal 

<K4  QQ  ]  4?0 

No  n- Federal 

$5  608  378 

ij)  -J  ,CJV70,  J  /  O 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

92% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

0% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

8 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

60 

o    Adults  (18-59  years) 

18 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

14 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

0 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-parucipants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

0 
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Minnesota-University  of  Minnesota  College  of  Human  Ecology 

Healthy  weight,  Physically  active,  Whole  grains,  Fruits  and 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

vegetables,  Low  fat 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

A  Few 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Some 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Hmonf?  Spanish 

1111  '  V  '  1  1  • — ,  «     ■   '  L/UIll  Jll 

Direct  Education 

i  es 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

Q 

y 

Most 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

I.ocal  Goonerativp  Intension  Officps* 

T  T^pH-firnnn  K4ultinlp  Sp^<;inn<; 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

T  TcpH-("irni in  A/Iiiltmlp  ^p<vQinrw 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-Uther-lndividual  (sen- 1  aught) 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Used-Uther-lndividual  (Sen- 1  aught) 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

JNot  Used 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

3 

Social  Marketing 

Yes 

Number  of  Campaigns 

1 

Any  Statewide 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

3 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

No 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

Yes 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Some  services 
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Mississippi 

FNS  Region 

Southeast 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$3,289,647 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$5,029,41  1 

Federal 

$2,455,702 

Non-federal 

$2,573,709 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$13 

Average  FSNE  Outlav  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Povertv) 

$5 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

86% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

100% 

Many,  but  not  all,  local  foodstamp  offices  were  involved  in 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

42% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

2 

Mississippi-Alcorn  State  University 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  or  a  Land-Grant  University 

I  ype  ol  Agreement  with  SrSA 

Contract 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

1 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

Yes 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

10 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

Number  of  USDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

0 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$1,315,765 

Total  Outlays 

$1,092,313 

Federal 

$518,579 

Non-Federal 

$573,734 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

17% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

5% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

All  required 

Target  Audience 

FSP  recipients  and  applicants  only 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Y  oung  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

65 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

20 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

15 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

90 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

5 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

5 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  povertv) 

0 
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Mississippi-Alcorn  State  University 

Healthy  weight,  Physically  active,  Pyramid,  Whole  grains, 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Fruits  and  vegetables,  Safe  foods 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

A  Few 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

A  Few 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

None 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

12 

Most 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

T  TcpH-liirrn  in  IV/liiltinl^  npcciatic 

UotU'VJIUUU  IVIUIIIUIC  OCoMUllb 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

oCU    VJIUUU    l  >  1  I  1  i_  I  \w  OLOiMUll 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

T  I c ^ H _ i rr\ i ? r\  ^irtrrl*^  Qpccinn 
\J  oCU~vJltJulJ  ijlIlHIC  OCoMUII 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

o c u  v_y  l 1 1 v. i  1 1  ici i  v  iciuai  y  oci  i~  i  a  u  m  1 1 ) 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

T  TcpH-liirrii ir\  >1 1  n  <t  1  r»  Xf^cciriri 

\J  &CU~VJI  VJUU  OlllgIC  OCooIUll 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

T  Tc^H  (irrtnn  ^inrrl^  Q^*cci/~»ri 
LJoCU-VJIUUp  OIIIHIC  OCooIUIl 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Used-Other-Individual  (Self-Taught) 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

3 

Social  Marketing 

Yes 

Number  of  Campaigns 

J 

Any  Statewide 

No 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used 

in  Campaign(s) 

5 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

Yes 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Many  services 
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Mississippi 

FNS  Region 

Southeast 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$3,289,647 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$5,029,41  1 

Federal 

$2,455,702 

Non-federal 

$2,573,709 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$13 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$5 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

86% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

100% 

Many,  but  not  all,  local  foodstamp  offices  were  involved  in 

Portion  of  Focal  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

42% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

2 

Mississippi-Mississippi  State  University 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

0 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

iiumuti  ui  v^uici  ruiiiiai  i /a  i  drillers 

N  II  ml)  it  of  I  SI)  \  Programs  with  which  \\  'oil 

'  11  1  1  1  I'l.  1      \I  U     K.     •      1  '      \     M    M  \J  LL  I   il  III  1     f  T  llll     YTIIIVII      "  '  VII 

Coordinated 

0 

ia  roi>L  nuugei 

3>j,oj  J,zzU 

Total  Outlays 

$5,653,220 

Federal 

$2,826,610 

Non-Federal 

3>Z,5ZO,Oll) 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

88% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

48% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

48 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

50 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

2 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

80 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

5 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

15 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty  ) 

0 
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Mississippi-Mississippi  State  University 

Hppltnv  wpioht   PvramiH   \A/Hnlp  orpine   Pniitc  onH  \n=»n£>toK1*=»c 
ii\^cm.iiy  wcigni,  I  yianiiu,  vv  IIUIC  ^lalllb,  riUlli*  allU  VCHClaDlcS, 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Safe  foods,  Low  fat,  Less  salt 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

None 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Some 

IVIatprials  in  Ofhor  I.anoiiaopc 

Direct  Education 

Y  es 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

Q 

IVInst  X"vnip5il  IVInitp  nf  Dirppt  T^Hiipatinn 

I'lUSl    1  TURfll   1'IUUt  \Jl    I'll  ill  LjUUVdllUII 

T    ^(1/l_f  ^T"W^_(1tl_r^l")y1       1 1 "1 1 T 1 . ^  QpcclAn 
UoCU  L/11C  Ull  V/11C  OlIltMC  OCoalUIl 

O        LjUlal  \^UULICI  all VC  Il< A iCllalUll  V^IHCCj. 

I    cp/i  1  irnnn  \/1iiUit"il£*  \pcciahc 
LJseu-vJIuup  IVlUlLipic  ocSMOIls 

O       I  UIHIl  SLIIUOIS  ^lv-lij. 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o    Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o     Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o     Elderly  services  site: 

Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

o    WIC  clinics: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o     Health  care  sites: 

Not  Used 

o     Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Not  Used 

o     Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o     Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o     Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Not  Used 

o     Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

o  Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

3 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

All  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o     Social  Marketing: 

No 

o     Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o     Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Many  services 
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Missouri 

FNS  Region 

Mt.  Plains 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$7,433,068 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$13,012,977 

Federal 

$6,506,489 

Non-federal 

$6,506,488 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$19 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$9 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

100% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

17% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Only  a  few  local  food  stampoffices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

17% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

2 

Missouri-Missouri  Department  of  Health  and  Senior  Services,  Bureau  of  Nutrition  Policy  and  Education 

(Missouri  Nutrition  Network) 

Type  of  Organization 

A  division  of  a  State  or  territorial  health  department 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Memorandum  of  Understanding 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

0 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

10 

Nutrition  Network 

Yes 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

72 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

Number  of  USDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

2 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$2,724,890 

Total  Outlays 

$2,125,937 

Federal 

$845,138 

Non-Federal 

$1,280,799 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

35% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

95% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

0 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

0 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

0 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

0 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

0 
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Missouri-Missouri  Department  of  Health  and  Senior  Services,  Bureau  of  Nutrition  Policy  and  Education 

(Missouri  Nutrition  Network) 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Fruits  and  vegetables 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Don't  know 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

A  Few 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

6 

Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

m  UUU  O  la  111  LJ  \s  1 1  IV-vB • 

Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

T  Isprl-Oroiin  Smtrlp  Slp^^ion 

W  JWU                             Ulllgl^/  OL'OOlvIl 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

iNot  useo 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

INot  used 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Mnt  T  TcfH 

inul  useu 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Not  Used 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Not  Used 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

3 

Social  Marketing 

i  es 

Number  of  Campaigns 

1 

Any 

Statewide 

No 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used 

in  Campaign(s) 

3 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

All  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

Yes 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Many  services 
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Missouri 

FNS  Region 

Mt.  Plains 

Approved  Federal  FSNK  Budget 

$7,433,068 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$13,012,977 

Federal 

$6,506,489 

Non-federal 

$6,506,488 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$19 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$9 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

100% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

17% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Only  a  few  local  food  stampoffices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

17% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

2 

Missouri-University  of  Missouri-Columbia 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  w  ith  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

9 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  I A  Partners 

5 

Number  of  USDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

2 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$11,696,029 

Total  Outlays 

$11,157,794 

1  lUll  41 

4>  J,H  1  Z,  J  /  O 

4>  J,  / 4  J,Z  1  O 

0/   nf  ("niintipc  in  ^tutA  IA  Carvoil  with 

/o  oi  ^uuimes  in  oiaie  i/\  j>er\eti  >\nn  roiiiL 

1  UU  /o 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

84% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  w  ith 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

FSP  recipients  and  eligibles  only  (household  income  at  or  below 

Target  Audience 

130%  of  poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

4 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

89 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

6 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

1 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

0 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

0 
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Missouri-University  of  Missouri-Columbia 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Physically  active,  Pyramid,  Fruits  and  vegetables 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Some 

riupuiiiuii  ui  iviaitllala  V/l  l^lllalt U 

FIspwhprp/r^iistomiypH  hv  IA 

1  J 1  jv  TT  MV  I  V-  /         U  l7  1  v  1 1 1  1/jV  W    Uj     I  i  \ 

Some 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

O 

8 

Most 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

T  Tcprl  <~it4ip»r  TnHiT/irliial  ( <Sf>1  f  Tourist1* 

useu-winer-inuiviuudi  ^ocii- 1  augni ) 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Not  Used 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Not  Used 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

T  TqpH -llnp-nn -(inf=»  witn  K/4iiltiT^l^^^ccir\nc 
UaCU  U1IC  ull  U1IC  Willi  IVlUlllUICOCjMUllS 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

2 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used 

in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

All  services 
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Montana 

FNS  Region 

Mt.  Plains 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$567,037 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$1,105,021 

Federal 

$552,510 

Non-federal 

$552,51 1 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$14 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$3 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

54% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

50% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Some  local  food  stamp  offices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

25% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

1 

Montana-Montana  State  University 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

18 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

Number  of  LSDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

1 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$1,191,736 

Tntnl  Onflavs 

1  'Mill   \  >  UUdfJ 

S;i  ?91  717 

I*  ederal 

J)JJZ,J  1  1 

Non-Federal 

$668,706 

/o  oi  Counties  in  Mate  IA  served  with  rsINfc, 

C  A  0/ 

54% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

37% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

FSP  recipients  and  eligibles  only  (household  income  at  or  below 

Target  Audience 

130%  of  poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

11 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

45 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

44 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

38 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

50 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

12 

o    Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

0 
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Montana-Montana  State  University 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Pyramid,  Fruits  and  vegetables,  Safe  foods 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

A  Few 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Most 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

None 

Direct  Education 

I  es 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

7 

/ 

Most 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

I  Jsed-Groim  Multifile  Sessions 

o 

ruDiic  scnoois  (K-1Z): 

I  TcpH .(irni in  TV/li 1 1  ti nl \pccinrtc 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Lrroup  single  session 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Not  Used 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Not  Used 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

2 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

No 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

Yes 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Many  services 
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Nebraska 

FNS  Region 

Mt.  Plains 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$924,354 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$1,609,422 

Federal 

$804,71  1 

Non-federal 

$804,71  1 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$14 

AvpriKM*  KS\K  Ontlttv  Pf*r  1  nvv-l  ncomp  Person 

f<=185%  Povertv) 

$4 

°/o  of  Counties  with  Anv  FSNE  Services 

27% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

50% 

Many,  but  not  all,  local  foodstamp  offices  were  involved  in 

Portion  of  Focal  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

33% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

1 

Nebraska-University  of  Nebraska 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

2 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

1 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

>uiiiiKi  ui  V71HCI  ruiiiidi  i  v  i  drillers 

o 

Number  of  LSDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

0 

I A  FSNE  Budget 

$1,808,736 

Total  Outlavs 

$1  762  637 

r  tut id  i 

JOJJ,U80 

Non-Federal 

$927,551 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

32% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

100% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

FSP  recipients  and  eligibles  only  (household  income  at  or  below 

Target  Audience 

130%  of  poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

10 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

20 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

50 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

20 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

52 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

35 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

13 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

0 
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Nebraska-University  of  Nebraska 

Phvc  i  />o  1 1  \/  ophyp     M\/l*QTniH     krilltc  nnn  \/prrpf o  r\l  ac    Cofa  4Vi/-i/"1o 

rliyslCaliy  aClIVC,  ryiallllU,  nulls  allU  VCgcldDlcS,  odie  IOOQS, 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Moderate  sugar  intake 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Some 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Some 

iridic!  lal>  111  V^lllcl  LjdllgUdUc) 

/\rdDic,  opanisn,  v  lcindrnese 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

1  A 
ID 

iviusi  i  ypiidi  iviuuc  ui  uircci  fLuucaiion 

1     con    lino    /^v  t~\    lino  iT7it"Vi    I\  /1 1 1 1  +1  n  m       oc  c  t  c 

u  scu-une-on-unc  wnn  lviuiupie  oessions 

O       L/ULal  ^UUpcIallVc  rLAlcllMOIl  l_JHICc!S. 

uscu-uruup  lviuiupic  ocssions 

o     Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o     Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o     Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o     Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o     WIC  clinics: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o     Health  care  sites: 

Not  Used 

o     Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o     Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o     Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

n      Hntnpc  of*  F^NF1  plient^* 

I1U1IIV9  \ r  1   l  LJlllj  I.IICIII3t 

I  J*ipH-Onp-nn-Onp  witti  lVfiiltmlp^p«iQinn<; 

UotU   V^llt   \J11    V-Mlv   W  1  Hi  I VI  Ul  11  VJ 1 1  l_? t ool Wllo 

o     Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o  Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  (Communication 

1  "  U  1  11  B_/  V  ■     \J  1     M.  J*  1 1  1  V  1  VIII     V_    UllllllUIIIV.ill  Wt  1 1 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

3 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Nnmhpt*  nf*  Diffpfent  IVlpHiii  C^hiinnpls 

11U1IIUCI    \)  I    if  1 1  1 1  1  1 1 1  \   ITlCUId  V  II  a  II 1 1 1 1  3 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o     Social  Marketing: 

No 

o     Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o     Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Sub  ject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Many  services 
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Nevada 

FNS  Region 

Western 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$526,664 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$645,139 

Federal 

$322,570 

Non-federal 

$322,569 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$5 

i  \  H  1  A  tl    1   Ul  1  Ij  V  /  U  M  J  >     1    1.1     LviJ  t »     1  1  1  L  '  '  I  J  1  L    1    L  1  91/11 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$1 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

12% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

0% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

No  local  food  stamp  offices  wereinvolved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

2 

Nevada-Department  of  Nutrition,  University  of  Nevada,  Reno 

A  nutrition  or  public  health  school/department/college  within  a 

Type  of  Organization 

university 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

2 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

2 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

Number  of  USDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

0 

1  otal  Outlays 

$186,979 

Federal 

$93,489 

Non-Federal 

$93,489 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

94% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

80% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  w  ith 

Standardized  Training 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

70 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

30 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

0 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

25 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

25 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

50 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

0 
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Nevada-Department  of  Nutrition,  University  of  Nevada,  Reno 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Physically  active,  Pyramid,  Fruits  and  vegetables 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

A  Few 

I-'  f  f\  r\  f\f  t~  t  r\n  i~\  i   IY/1  qtdi*  I'llc  ■  1  rutin  ofd/i 

rrupuriiuii  ui  rviaicriais  vJriginaicU 

Flcpwhprp/Pnctnnii7pH  hv  f  A 

L> I3C  TV  11  CI  C/      U.31UII11Z.CU  Uj   1  rA 

\A  net 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

2 

Mosl 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

JNot  Used 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

JNot  Used 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Not  Used 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Not  Used 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Not  Used 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Not  Used 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

1 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used 

in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Some  services 
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Nevada 

FNS  Region 

Western 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$526,664 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$645,139 

Federal 

$322,570 

Non-federal 

$322,569 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$5 

Av^rmu*  KSNF  Outl;iv  Por  1  ow-lnronir  Pprcnn 

.  1  t  l  1              ■  Oil  i  .   V  *  una  1    1  V.  1    Ej\7'»     I  1  1  v  '  '  1  1  1  V-    ■   I  1 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$1 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

12% 

%  of  Developmental  Activ  ities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

0% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

No  local  food  stamp  offices  wereinvolved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Inv  olv  ement 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

2 

Nevada-University  of  Nevada  Cooperative  Extension 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

0 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

1 

Nutrition  Network 

Yes 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

4 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

Number  of  USDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

1 

IA  FSN'F  RnHopt 

401 

J>  1  OJ,'T7  1 

'I' <i ( ii 1   (  \,,tl.., 

I  otai  outlays 

C  A  CO  1  Cf\ 

j>45o,160 

Federal 

$229,080 

Non-Federal 

$229,080 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

18% 

%  of  FSNE  Prov  iders  with  College  Degree  or  More 

100% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

FSP  recipients  and  eligibles  only  (household  income  at  or  below 

Target  Audience 

130%  of  poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

5 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

80 

o     Adults  (18-59  y  ears) 

15 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

0 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

60 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  pov  erty) 

25 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

10 

Other  persons  (185%+  of  povertv) 

5 
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Nevada-University  of  Nevada  Cooperative  Extension 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

PvratniH 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Most 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

A  Few 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

J 

Mosl 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Nnt  T  TspH 

INUl  UatU 

Q 

I  nrnl  f"nnnpriitivp  FYtpn^inn  OfTipps* 

O 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Not  Used 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Not  Used 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Not  Used 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Not  Used 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

2 

Social  Marketing 

Yes 

Number  of  Campaigns 

1 

Any  Statewide 

No 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

2 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

Yes 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

All  services 
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New  Hampshire 

FNS  Region 

Northeast 

Approved  Federal  FSNK  Budget 

$780,976 

Total  FSNK  Outlays 

$1,540,888 

Federal 

$770,444 

Non-federal 

$770,444 

Average  FSNF  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$32 

Average  FSNE  Outlav  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$7 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

100% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

83% 

Many,  but  not  all,  local  foodstamp  offices  were  involved  in 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

25% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

1 

New  Hampshire-UNH  Cooperative  Extension 

Tj  pe  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Contract 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

10 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  .Member  Organizations 

N/A 

\iinil)cr  of  Other  Knrmal  IA  Partners 

1  1  UIIIUvl     '  '  i    V/l  III  1     I    Ul  llldl    ■    \    I   til  III  t  I  3 

n 

V/ 

Number  of  LSDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

2 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$1,561,952 

Total  Outlays 

$1,551,316 

Federal 

$775  658 

Non-Federal 

$775,658 

/o  oi  counties  in  oiaie  i/v  >erveo  witn  r5rN£, 

1  UUvo 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

86% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

All  required 

FSP  recipients  and  eligibles  only  (household  income  at  or  below 

Target  Audience 

130%  of  poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

2 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

45 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

45 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

8 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

75 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

20 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

4 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

1 
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New  Hampshire-UNH  Cooperative  Extension 

Pyramid,  Whole  grains,  Fruits  and  vegetables,  Safe  foods,  Low 

uicidrv  tjuiutiints  nigniy  umpnasizeo 

fat,  Moderate  sugar  intake,  Less  salt 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Some 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Some 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

1 1 

Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

1    cpn.l  irAi i\/T 1 1 1  tt*"\| o  vpccn^nc 
Uf)CU"\JlUUU  IVlUIllplC  oCbMUIlo 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

T  I  c  f*  (\  -  i\  vr\  1 1  n  \A  liltiT^l^  ^pccmnc 

UoCU  VJ1UUU  IVIUIIILMC  uCoolUIlo 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

T  TcpH-rrrni in  rVTnltinlp  ^»p<s<;ion<; 

UOtU    v_J  1  ULl LJ  1 VI  U  I  LI  1/1 1  utoOlUllo 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

1     C     f\    It  tT\  1  111    ^  1  T1  <T  1  A    \PCC1  f\T\ 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

I  Tcpri-lTrr\iir\  K^iiltinl*^  ^^ccir^nc 

UStU"VJlUUU  1V1UI11U1C  oCi>MUlIo 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

useu-uroup  iviuiiipie  sessions 

o 

Work  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

4 

Social  Marketing 

Yes 

Number  of  Campaigns 

i 
i 

Any 

Statewide 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

2 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

Yes 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Sub  ject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Many  services 
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New  Jersey 

FNS  Region 

Mid-Atlantic 

Approved  Federal  FSNK  Budge! 

$2,624,445 

Total  FSNF  Outlays 

$4,572,528 

Federal 

$2,286,264 

Non-federal 

$2,286,264 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$12 

Vverafe  FSNF  Outlav  Per  1  ow -Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$3 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

52% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

0% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

No  local  food  stamp  offices  wereinvolved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

Number  of  FSNF  Implementing  Agencies 

1 

New  Jersev-Rutgers, 

The  State  University  of  New  Jersey 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

11 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

Yes 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

41 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

3 

Number  of  USDA  Programs  with  w  hich  Well 

Coordinated 

1 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$5,248,893 

Total  Outlays 

$5,001,601 

Federal 

$2,283,964 

Non- Federal 

<c?  717  637 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

52% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

40% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  w  ith 

Standardized  Training 

All  required 

Target  Audience 

Other 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

86 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

14 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

0 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

65 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

35 

Other  persons  (185%+  of  povertv) 

0 
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New  Jersey-Rutgers,  The  State  University  of  New  Jersey 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Pyramid,  Fruits  and  vegetables,  Safe  foods,  Low  fat 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Most 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

iLisevvnere/^  UMOimzeu  oy  i/\ 

Some 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

O            '  1 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

9 

1VI  rkd 

i  \  piLdi  iviuuc  ui  uireci  rxiucaiiuii 

r\ 
\J 

RnnH  ^tiimn  Offippc* 

1  UUU   l.  7  (  i  1 1 1 1 1  i  V/llIl.ti>» 

Not  Used 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

T  T  1     S~*                       If      li*  ■  1  O 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

JNot  used 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Nnt  I  TcpH 
1>UI  UaCU 

o 

Other: 

Camps-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

Indirect  Education 

No 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

N/A 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Vpc 

I  C5 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

All  mpccanpc  \\if*Yf*  tpctpH 
/All  lllCoadtCa  WC1C  IColCU 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

No 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

All  services 
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New  Mexico 

FNS  Region 

Southwest 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$2,003,855 

Total  FSNF  Outlays 

$3,224,109 

Federal 

$1,612,055 

Non-federal 

$1,612,054 

<c  1 4 

J)  1  T- 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

/<■—                     1),,.   ,.,-|,  , 

t*-—  I o?  /o  rOVcilyJ 

J>+ 

/o  ui  v  iumiuis           \ii\  r     ^  c  jcr>  lies 

1 00% 

1  /o 

°/n  of  1 )  i '  \  i '  1  n  1 1  r  1 1 1  l  ii  t  ■  1 1  A  c  t  i\  i  t  io\  with  \l(ifl<*rMt(*  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

67% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

All  local  food  stamp  officeswere  involved  in  some  manner 

%  of  Types  of  Focal  FSP  Office  Involvement 

42% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

1 

New  Mexico-New  Mexico  State  University,  Cooperative  Extension  Service 

Tvpe  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Tvpe  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

31 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

4 

Nutrition  Not  work 

No 

Nnmnor  of  Network  \Iornlipr  flroiniivutionw 

N/A 

IN/  r\ 

\iirtilipr  of  T^thpr  Form  ill  I  A  Purtnprc 

4 

Number  of  USDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

5 

IA  r  V>  c,  midget 

C  A    11/1  OfiZ 

$4,1 14,896 

Total  Outlays 

$3,254,314 

Federal 

$1,611,958 

Non-Federal 

$1,642,356 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

100% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

40% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

o                                                .  ; 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

0 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

0 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

0 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

35 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

30 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<-185% 

poverty) 

20 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

15 
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New  Mexico-New  Mexico  State  University,  Cooperative  Extension  Service 

Pyramid,  rruits  and  vegetables,  Sate  roods,  Low  fat,  Moderate 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

sugar  intake 

Proportion  of  Materials  OripinatpH/DpvplonpH  hv  I A 

Don't  know 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Some 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

11 

Most 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

VJoCvJ  VJlUUp  IviuilipiC  OC&SHJll?* 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

1  Co 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any 

Statewide 

N/A 

IN/  /  v 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used 

in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

I  Co 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Many  services 
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New  York 

KNS  Region 

Northeast 

Appro\ed  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$10,076,520 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$15,839,136 

Federal 

$7,919,568 

Non-federal 

$7,919,568 

J)JU 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$3 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

91% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

1  UU  /o 

Many,  but  not  all,  local  foodstamp  offices  were  involved  in 

Portion  of  Focal  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

67% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

2 

New  York-Cornell  Cooperative  Extension 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Contract 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

0 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  I A  Partners 

1 

Number  of  L'SDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

1 

I A  FSNF  Budget 

1  -  *    1    •  '  .  ■  t  j    I'll  1 1  I'  V_  I 

Trk#*il  Outlive 

Federal 

$ 

Non-F  ederal 

c 
3> 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

0% 

%  of  FSN  E  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

0% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

Target  Audience 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

8 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

43 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

34 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

15 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

0 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  povertv) 

0 
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New  York-Cornell  Cooperative  Extension 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

- 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

lusewnere/^ Usiumi/tu  uy  i/\ 

\/I Q#Af!o|c  in         li f  *i n on o rv 
l»laltllal>  HI  WlIltTI  Lidll^Uagts 

Direct  hducation 

1NO 

Niimhpt"  rtf  Oiffpfpn ■"  ^pftinoG  f*nt"  riifppl"  F^HnpuHnn 

1  i  UIIIUCI    Ul    1711  K  1  till   Ovllllli^.^  1UI    JLMI  v  V  l    L IJ  U  L  a  1 1 U 1 1 

N/A 

lllUHtlL  ILllUlallUll 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

v  iitiiiiitis  iui  iiiuntLi  r>u  ui  d  iiu  11 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

/\Iiy  olalcWIUc 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

useu  in  i^ampaignisj 

N/A 

v.onuuciea  Any  r>eeus  /\ssessmeni 

Nr> 

PfnnAftinn  /  \  1  \JoGC*inAC    ¥  acton 

x  ruporiion  01  ivitsSagcs  1  csicu 

1        l  i\t*  f         \  n\i  Imntumotitutinn/Prnrocc  I  ^ '  1 1  •  I 
/ \  1 1 V  lllipiclllcll IdllUU/ r  I  Utcsa  Uala 

o     Social  Marketing: 

No 

o     Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o     Indirect  Education: 

No 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

No  services 
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New  York 

K\S  l-Jcoinn 

l  i  ~ o  i\i.  nun 

Norttipast 

Approved  Federal  FSNK  Budget 

$10,076,520 

Total  FSNE  Outlavs 

$15,839,136 

Kodcrul 

$7  919  568 

.>  Oll-I  t  lit  id  1 

•K7  Q  1  Q  Sf->X 
a>  /      1  7,juo 

Average  rSNh  Outlav  Per  ISP  Participant 

3>  1  U 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$3 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

91% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SrSA  Involvement 

1 00% 

Many,  but  not  all,  local  foodstamp  offices  were  involved  in 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

67% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

2 

New  York-NY  Department  of  Health 

Type  of  Organization 

A  division  of  a  State  or  territorial  health  department 

Tvpe  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Memorandum  of  Understanding 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

o 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

1 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

Number  of  LSDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

u 

I A  rS  .NL  Budget 

$1,102,141 

Total  Outlays 

$1,102,141 

Federal 

$540,942 

Non-Federal 

$561,199 

°/n  nf  fmintipv  in  Stutp  IA  Sprvprl  with  FSMF 
/o  ui  v  itu  M  i  k  >  ill  Ljialc  l/\  ocivcu  Willi  roiilL 

i  uu  /o 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

100% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  w  ith 

Standardized  Training 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

5 

o    Adults  (18-59  years) 

72 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

23 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

41 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

59 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  pov  erty) 

0 
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New  York-NY  Department  of  Health 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Fruits  and  vegetables 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Some 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

A  Few 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

2 

TVf  t\ci 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Not  Used 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Not  Used 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Not  Used 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Not  Used 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Not  Used 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Not  Used 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Not  Used 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

i  es 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

9 
z 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

XT/  A 
IN/ A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used 

in  Campaign(s) 

NJ/ A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

lNO 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Many  services 

150 


North  Carolina 

F.NS  Region 

Southeast 

Approved  Federal  I  SM!  Budget 

$3,231,1  19 

Total  I  SM!  Outlays 

$5,596,284 

Federal 

$2,798,142 

liUU  1CUCI  ul 

•S2  798  142 

j>  / 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

$2 

/o  oi  v.  ouiiucs  wiiii  /\n>  r^^r.  7>er\ites 

1  00% 
1  uw  /o 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

100% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Only  a  few  local  food  stamp  offices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

33% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

6  ;"'  

North  Carolina-Forsyth  County  Health  Department 

Type  of  Organization 

A  local  public  health  department 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Contract 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

0 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

Yes 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

2 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

Number  of  L'SDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

o 

IA  1  >>r.  nuuget 

C  1  A  C  IClO 

Total  Outlays 

$135,622 

Federal 

$67,811 

Non-Federal 

$67,81 1 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

1% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

100% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  w  ith 

Standardized  Training 

Target  Audience 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o    School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

90 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

10 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

0 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

50 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=I30%  poverty) 

40 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

10 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

0 
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North  Carolina-Forsyth  County  Health  Department 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Physically  active,  Pyramid,  Fruits  and  vegetables 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Some 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Some 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

2 

Mos' 

"  Tvniral  IVf  oHp  of  flirppf  Krliw^tinn 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Not  Used 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Not  Used 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Not  Used 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

in  ox  usee 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Not  I  JseH 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

2 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

1 

Any  Statewide 

Nn 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

1  Co 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

All  mpssflpps  wprp  tp'stpfl 

/  v  11  lll^jOClg^o    VV        v   It  j Iv \A 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Many  services 
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North  Carolina 

FNS  Region 

Southeast 

Approved  Federal  FSNF  Budget 

$3,231,1 19 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$5,596,284 

Federal 

$2,798,142 

Non-federal 

$2,798,142 

Avpraap  KSN'F  (  )inl-i\  P<>r  FSP  Pflrtirinanf 

\  \     1  . 1     L    1     1    >  I     v  r  Ul  Id  >    1  LI    1  ■    I     I  .  1  I  I  I  v.  1  |  1 . 1  I  I  l 

$7 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

®/n  i\f  f  fin  n  tii* t:  with  A  n v  F^i^*      ^f* r*v i 

/U  Ul    1     IMIIIIIO    Willi      \H\     I                  Ovl  >  R  L  i 

1 00% 

1  \J\J  /%} 

°/n  of  1 ) f  \  i  1  ( i m i n i ■  n  I  ■  1 1  Arti\  iti<*k  with  YloHprnto  or 

/  U    *  J  ■    1.*  V  »  \.lWIJIIIl.ll(£ll    rl  ^  IM  1  lid    *  *  ■  I  ■  1      '  H  HK  1  i!  IV    \J  1 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

100% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Only  a  few  local  food  stampoffices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

33% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

6 

North  Carolina-Macon  County  Public  Health  Center 

Type  of  Organization 

A  local  public  health  department 

Tvpc  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Contract 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

1 

N  umber  of  Subcontractors 

o 

\ntrition  \pt\inrL' 

I  1  III)  1 IIUII    i  "  1 1  H  Ul  l\ 

No 

Nimihor  nf  Wtunrli  \lpmlipr  Oruaniyiitinns 

.  ^  U  llll/l  1    lil             1  t»  Ul  l\     >  1  1.  1  1  1  1  H  1     V  1 1  ^illll/(IIMI|l> 

\nrnlipr  i\\  t^thpr  tfirmMl  IA  Pnt*tnpt*« 
,  ^  mil  ik  i  \i\  '  '  i  1 1  v.  i   i  ii  i  1 1 1  ti  i  i/\  i  aiiiici3 

n 

Number  of  I'SDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

0 

l/\  r  V> r.  nuclget 

for  no /: 

Total  Outlays 

$75,043 

Federal 

$36,096 

Non-Federal 

$38,947 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

1% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

100% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

FSP  recipients  and  eligibles  only  (household  income  at  or  below 

Target  Audience 

130%  of  poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Y  oung  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

0 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

0 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

0 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

0 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

Other  persons  (185%+  of  povertv) 

0 
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North  Carolina-Macon  County  Public  Health  Center 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Healthy  weight,  Pyramid,  Low  fat 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Some 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Some 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

4 

1  i/ni/|ol  \'l  nn^  f\i  1  lii"Opt  L  f\  ■  ■  /> o  1 1 n 
1  ^  piLdl  IVlUUc  Ul  UIltrLl  tLUUlallOil 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Not  Used 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Other-Individual  (Self-Taught) 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Not  Used 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Not  Used 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Not  Used 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

I  CS 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

Social  Marketing 

Yes 

Number  of  Campaigns 

2 

Any  Statewide 

IN  O 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

9 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

i  es 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

iNu  messages  wcie  lesieu 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Few  services 
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North  Carolina 

FNS  Region 

Southeast 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$3,231,1 19 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$5,596,284 

Federal 

$2,798,142 

Non-federal 

$2,798,142 

Avernup  K*»\F  Qiitl-iv  Per  P\P  Psirtirinunt 

$7 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

IO?  /0  i  DVCltj  ) 

®/n  fi  f  i    1 1 1 1  1 1 1  1 1 '  <v  vv  i  t  h  Anv  I^^i  \I  K*  vj<»r*v  i f  pc 

/O  \9l  V.-  1/ U  1 1 1 1 1  3    *>  1 1  1 1   .'  %  1 1  >    1  k,  7 1  '  11/  Oil  >  IICS 

1 00% 

1  \f\J  /o 

°/n  of        olonmi'ntiil  Vrti\ if ir>\  with  \IodpratP  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

100% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Only  a  few  local  food  stampoffices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

33% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

6 

North  Carolina-North  Carolina  A&T  State  University 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

l  vnp  i\i  Aurppmpnt  wild  %F\a 

I  rui  w  I     \sl  U  llll  III    >  >  Mil  ljI  tjr\ 

(^ontrnct 

IMiininpf  of  I  in  'il  Proippt^ 

'  I 1  1  M  I  '  1  1     \ti    LUlal    1    1  t  1  |  l  l  l  > 

1  0 

\intihor  of  S 1 1  Iipo  n  t  rurtor^ 

o 

\J 

>  U  (  1  1  1  H  1  1  1     >U>\I)I  K 

1NU 

^  1 1  1 1 1  1  H  I   U 1  .Ntl»UFK    >ll  llll'l  I    Vvlgd  II 1  LA  IIU 11 N 

N/ A 
IN/  r\ 

iiumucr  oi  winer  rorrnai  i a  rariners 

A 

u 

Number  of  USDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

0 

I A  KSNE  Budget 

$84,400 

Total  Outlays 

$84,400 

Federal 

$42,200 

Non-Federal 

$42,200 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

10% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

100% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  w  ith 

Standardized  Training 

Only  some  required 

FSP  recipients  and  eligibles  only  (household  income  at  or  below 

Target  Audience 

130%  of  poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

99 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

1 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

0 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

50 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

48 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<-185% 

poverty) 

2 

Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty  ) 

0 
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North  Carolina-North  Carolina  A&T  State  University 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Pyramid,  Fruits  and  vegetables,  Safe  foods 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

A  Few 

r  roporuon  01  iviaieriais  uriginaieu 

V 1  «p w h a r(*l(~* ii c trim i Tt*f\  Hv  1A 

IN  one 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

6 

Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

T  T  1    /"I  O  "        ..1  O 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

T  T        J                          ~\  X     1a.'     1  O 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Not  Used 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Not  Used 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

XTr\t  T  To  or! 

inch  useu 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

T  IspH-rrrni in  Si'inolp  Sp^Qinti 

W  O  ^-  V_l    \J1  UUU   >  i  1  1  1  L.  1^  uv3i51Ull 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

No 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

N/A 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

I  to 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

"No  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

No 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Some  services 
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North  Carolina 

1   \  S   K'i  Minn 

S(  m  it  lit  vis;  i 

Approved  Federal  KSNK  Budget 

$3,231,1 19 

Total  FSNE  Outla\s 

$5,596,284 

T  cdcral 

$2,798,142 

\    ,  ,  II  llWUtf'll 

>  (>  ll-i  I  (1 1 1  .11 

$9  708  14? 

Average  r.S.Nr.  Outlay  Per  ISP  Participant 

J»  / 

\\crage  KSNK  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$2 

%  of  Counties  \>ith  Any  KSNK  Services 

i  nno/ 
1  00% 

°/o  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

100% 

Portion  of  Local  KSP  Offices  Involved  in  KSNK 

Only  a  few  local  food  stampofficcs  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Ty  pes  of  Local  KSP  Office  Involvement 

33% 

Number  of  KSNK  Implementing  Agencies 

6 

North  Carolina-North  Carolina  Cooperative  Extension  -  NC  Nutrition  Network 

1  ype  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

I  y  pe  of  Agreement  with  SKSA 

Contract 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

N  umber  of  Subcontractors 

A 
U 

\      1   1    1    I'l   1    1    /   1    n         \      :>|    |l      I   ll'  1 

VM 

i  es 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

i 
i 

Number  of  I  SDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

0 

IA  KSNK  Budget 

$ 

Total  Outlays 

$ 

Kederal 

$ 

Non-Kederal 

$ 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  KSNE 

100% 

%  of  KSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

0% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  C  hildren  (5-17  years) 

20 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

79 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

1 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Kood  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

100 

o     Kood  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=I85% 

poverty) 

0 

Other  persons  (185%+  of  povertv) 

0 
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North  Carolina-North  Carolina  Cooperative  Extension  -  NC  Nutrition  Network 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

- 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Direct  Education 

- 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

N/A 

1VI  rivi 

1  ypiCal  1V1UUC  UI  Lulled  HiU UCallOIl 

o 

1''  f  w  l  / 1  W  t"  *  I  111  11  (  \  f ( *  (  *  c  ■ 

r  UUU  olalllfJ  V-MIIl.ca. 

N/A 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

N/A 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

N/A 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

N/A 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

N/A 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

N/A 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

N/A 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

N/A 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

N/A 

o 

Work  sites: 

N/A 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

N/A 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

XT/  A 

N/A 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

N/A 

IN/  /A 

o 

Other: 

N/A 

Indirect  Education 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

Social  Marketing 

- 

Number  of  Campaigns 

- 

Any  Statewide 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used 

in  Campaign(s) 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

I  C3 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

No 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

No 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 
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North  Carolina 

r iiu  iwKiuu 

uUUU  ICuM 

\nnrovi*H  Kodornl  l*S\K  Kii(l<>tt 

$3,231,1 19 

Total  FSNE  Outlavs 

I     'Mill      I     1  »  .   ^  1  J     \  /  U  1 1  (1  f  .» 

$5,596,284 

r  um  .11 

<K?  70S  14? 

o>^,  /  70, 1 

Non-fcdcral 

J>Z,  /  Vo,  1  HZ 

Average  rSNE  Outlay  Per  rSP  Participant 

3>7 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$2 

%  ot  Counties  with  Any  rSINE  Services 

100% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

100% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Only  a  few  local  food  stampoffices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

33% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

6 

North  Carolina-North  Carolina  Cooperative  Extenson  -  Partners  In  Wellness 

Type  of  Organization 

Thp  C'onnprati  vp  Fxtpnsion  Spfvicp  of  a  I  and-Cimnt  I  Jnivprmtv 

1  llv           \J  WL/Vl  (ill  V  V    A-j  AlVIIOlUll    <J  Wl    V  IWv    \J  1    11    1  -  Ull  VI     V  J  1  Ci  1  1  I           111  V  V.  1  Oil  ¥ 

Tvpe  of  Agreement  w  ith  SFSA 

Contract 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

80 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

65 

Nutrition  Network 

Yes 

\umhpr  of  N'ptwork  Mpmhpr  Oronniyntinn^ 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

Number  of  USDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

1^  ft  ft  rn  i  ii  Q  t  <»  n 

n 
u 

IA  rS.\h  Budget 

$ 

Total  Outlays 

S 

Federal 

S 

Non-Federal 

S 

%  of  Counties  in  State  I A  Served  with  FSNE 

0% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

0% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  w  ith 

Standardized  Training 

Target  Audience 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

0 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

0 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

0 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

0 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

0 
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 North  Carolina-North  Carolina  Cooperative  Extenson  -  Partners  In  Wellness 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 
Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 
Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Direct  Education 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 
Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o     Food  Stamp  Offices: 

o     Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

o     Public  schools  (K-12): 

o  Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

o  Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

o  Elderly  services  site: 

o  WIC  clinics: 

o  Health  care  sites: 

o  Adult  education  and  training  sites 

o  Work  sites: 

o  Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

o  Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

o  Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

o  Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Number  of  Different  Communication 
Channels  for  Indirect  Education 
Social  Marketing 

Number  of  Campaigns 
Any  Statewide 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 
Used  in  Campaign(s) 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment  No 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o     Social  Marketing:  No 

o     Direct  Education:  No 

o     Indirect  Education:  No 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation  -  
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North  Carolina 

1'  N S  Region 

Southeast 

\    ii  r\  i  ■  ,  ,  \    ,  .  ,  1      1     ,  ,  .  1  ,     r  -  ■  i  1     1           N    1        1<  ii  ilii.it 

.\ppro\eu  I  i  (U  i  .ii  I  .v>r.  iMiiigei 

Tn».,i  iwr  <  tut  hit  v 
1  (Hill  r  cv>  r.  I  > u i la  \  s 

f ederal 

J)Z,  /  75, 1  'tZ 

Non-federal 

Jz,  /vo,  1 4z 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$7 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$2 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

1 00% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

100% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Only  a  few  local  food  stampoffices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

33% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

6 

North  Carolina-North  Carolina  Division  of  Aging 

Type  of  Organization 

ja  oidic  i^cpdrirncni  01  /A^in^  orciucny  ocrviccs 

1  vnf*  t\f  A  (jrpftmpnt  \\  ii  Ii  ^tK'^A 

1                   '      \__lt.lllll.lll    null   ol      '  t 
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1  1 1  i  i  i  i  1  l  i    i'i   lj\>\.  al  I  1  \J J  l  u  t 

o 

.^uiiiutr  ui  .tu ucon i rdciors 

n 
u 

\lltr*itwtn  \otunrL 
Ml  M  ll  ni  ll  L1C1TTUI  rv 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

Nl/  A 

In/ A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

Number  of  LSDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

0 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$ 

Total  Outlays 

$ 

Federal 

$ 

Non-Federal 

$ 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

100% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

0% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

Target  Audience 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

0 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

0 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

0 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

0 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

Other  persons  (185%+  of  povertv) 

0 
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North  Carolina-North  Carolina  Division  of  Aging 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

- 

r  rupuniuii  oi  iviaicriais  ^ngiiidicU 

L-I.Tl  >?  Ill  1        V  Ui7lUIIII/,LU    IJ  J    ■  l\. 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Direct  Education 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

N/A 

Mosl 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

"NT  /  A 
IN/A 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

XT/ A 

IN/A 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

XT  /  A 

IN/A 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

N/A 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

N/A 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

N/A 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

N/A 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

N/A 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

N/A 

o 

Work  sites: 

N/A 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

N/A 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

XT/ A 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

N/A 

o 

Other: 

N/A 

Indirect  Education 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

Social  Marketing 

- 

Number  of  Campaigns 

- 

Any  Statewide 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

No 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

No 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

No 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 
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North  Dakota 

h  NS  Region 

\At    PI  nine 

■  \\> If  1 UVCU  I  CUCrW  r.i.iL  I'Uil^  1 

$1  1  1Q  0S7 

4»  1       1  7,V/*z  / 

Total  KKNT  Outlaw 

<K?  ^67  870 

h cdcral 

£1,1  OJ,7JJ 

Non-federal 

<T  1     IOI  QIC 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$57 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$15 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

1 00% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

0% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

All  local  food  stamp  officeswere  involved  in  some  manner 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

42% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

1 

North  Dakota-North  Dakota  State  University  Extension  Service 

Tvpe  of  Organization 

Thp  Connprntivp  Fxtpnsinn  Sptvicp  of* a  f  and-Cirnnt  I  Jnivprsitv 

Tvne  of  Apreenient  with  SFSA 

1     T   |  '  V     '     *         *  £*>      V  V  IIIV  III     M  III!    v  7 1    .  '  \ 

Intprappnrv  AoTPPmpnt 

Niinihor  of  1  ornl  Proiprl"^ 

53 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

f\  li  m  1 1  *  •  i"  r*f*  \  ot  w  ml   \  1  o  m  hot*  (  ^  1*0  *j  nivatirtnc 
>  liinuu    Ul  LiClTYUI  II  LYICIHLICI   V  '1  l;illll  /  iHMHIN 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

Number  of  L'SDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

f  1  k 1 1 1  ■  <  1 1 1 1  ■  *  1 1 'i  1 
*~ooruin<iieu 

u 

I A  FSNE  Budget 

$2,638,1 14 

Total  Outlays 

$2,367,286 

Federal 

$1,183,643 

Non-Federal 

$1,183,643 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

100% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

62% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

Target  Audience 

FSP  recipients  and  applicants  only 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

0     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

3 

0     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

40 

0     Adults  (18-59  years) 

40 

0     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

17 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

0     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

0 

0     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

0     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

Other  persons  (185%+  of  povertv) 

0 
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North  Dakota-North  Dakota  State  University  Extension  Service 

Pyramid,  Fruits  and  vegetables,  Safe  foods,  Low  fat,  Moderate 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

sugar  intake 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

A  Few 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Some 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

12 

IVtrkd 
IVIOSI 

i  ypicdi  ivioue  oi  uireci  t^uuidiion 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Work  sites: 

iNot  used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

2 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

No 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

No  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Some  services 
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Ohio 

FNS  Region 

Midwest 

Approved  Federal  FSNK  Budget 

$2,500,000 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$3,844,249 

Federal 

$1,652,617 

Non-federal 

$2,191,632 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$4 

Average  FSNF  Outlav  Per  1  ow-lneome  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$1 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

84% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

17% 

Many,  but  not  all,  local  foodstamp  offices  were  involved  in 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Inv  olvement 

25% 

Numher  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

1 

Ohio-Ohio  State  University  Extension 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

72 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Nnmnpr  nf  C^thor  l^nrmal  IA  Purf npi*€ 

i  1  UIMUll    \tw                          I    "I  Mlill    1     \    I    til  lllvl  N 

Number  of  L'SDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

2 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$5,168,918 

Total  Outlays 

$5,172,1 17 

1 '  i  >  f  1 1  ■  r  ■  1 1 

I   vUvi  ill 

0>Z,  J  OiT,H  J  O 

Non-Federal 

$2,587,659 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

83% 

%  of  FSNE  Prov  iders  with  College  Degree  or  More 

47% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

FSP  recipients  and  eligibles  only  (household  income  at  or  below 

Target  Audience 

130%  of  poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

0 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

70 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

30 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

40 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

30 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

30 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

0 
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Ohio-Ohio  State  University  Extension 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Pyramid,  Fruits  and  vegetables 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

A  Few 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Most 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

7 

1  vm^ol   A/I  f\t~\  £±  /~\  ■   111  s- <i /<•  it   w  fliip'ifiAn 

i  y  piCai  iviuut  ui  uircii  r^uuLdiion 

1  UUU  OluIIILI  V/lllt\. 3i 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Not  Used 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Not  Used 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Not  Used 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

I  C5 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

1 
1 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

NT/ A 
In/ A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

IN/  A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

i  es 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

M  r\  tf"l     C  CQfTAC  \  T  ;    r  £i  tpctp/1 

LNU  illcbsagcb  Wtlc  ICsLcU 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

Yes 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Many  services 
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Oklahoma 

FNS  Region 

Southwest 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$2,545,936 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$4,700,526 

Federal 

$2,350,263 

Non-federal 

$2,350,263 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$11 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$4 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

57% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

100% 

Many,  but  not  all,  local  foodstamp  offices  were  involved  in 

Portion  of  Focal  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Focal  FSP  Office  Involvement 

50% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

3 

Oklahoma-Chickasaw  Nation 

1  \  n<>  ill  Ortrin  i  /  'jf  i/tn 
I  \  | til  VM^dlll/.dllUII 
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0 

N  UIMIIL  1    (ll    ^  1 1  l  '  C  1  M  1  1  1  t  K  1  t  )  f  S 
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InO 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  I A  Partners 

0 

Number  of  USDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

2 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$318,904 

Total  Outlays 

$294,394 

Federal 

$147,197 

Non-Federal 

$147,197 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

23% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

100% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

Target  Audience 

Other 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

I 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

3 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

66 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

30 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

60 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=13()%  poverty) 

10 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

20 

Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

10 
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Oklahoma-Chickasaw  Nation 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Pyramid,  Fruits  and  vegetables 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

None 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Most 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

- 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

3 

Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o     Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o     Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o     Public  schools  (K-12): 

Not  Used 

o     Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Not  Used 

o     Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Not  Used 

o     Elderly  services  site: 

Not  Used 

o     WIC  clinics: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o     Health  care  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o     Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Not  Used 

o     Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o     r  oou  siores  or  oiner  retail  outieis. 

Not  Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o     Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Not  Used 

o     Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Not  Used 

FDP  Grocery  Stores  Head  StartParent  Groups-Group  Multiple 

o  Other: 

Sessions 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Dinerent  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

A 

4 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

XT/ A 
IN/ A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

No  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o     Social  Marketing: 

No 

o     Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o     Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Many  services 
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Oklahoma 

I  NS  Region 

Southwest 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$2,545,936 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$4,700,526 

Federal 

$2,350,263 

Non-federal 

$2,350,263 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$11 

\\eraee  FSNF  Outlav  Per  1  ow-lnconie  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$4 

%  of  Counties  with  Anv  FSNE  Services 

57% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

100% 

Many,  but  not  all,  local  foodstamp  offices  were  involved  in 

Portion  of  Focal  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

50% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

3 

Oklahoma-Oklahoma  State  University  Cooperative  Extension  Service 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Focal  Projects 

36 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

Yes 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

4 

\ 1 1  \w  lio  r  of*  f  )  t  h  **  r  Kormul  FA  Pitrtnprc 

^  I  I  1  I  1  I  '  L  1     ill    '   M  1  1  L  1     1   \)\                 I    \    I    til  II1CI  3 

1 

Number  of  LSDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

1 

I A  FSN  E  Budget 

$4,281,296 

Total  Outlays 

$3,990,562 

Federal 

*s  1  QQ's  781 

Non-Federal 

$1,995,281 

/o  ot  (.  on  lilies  in  Mate  1 A  Served  with  rSNL 

A  "70/ 

4  /  % 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

23% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  w  ith 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  voluntary  certification 

FSP  recipients  and  eligibles  only  (household  income  at  or  below 

Target  Audience 

130%  of  poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

0 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

78 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

14 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

75 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=I30%  poverty) 

21 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

3 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

0 
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Oklahoma-Oklahoma  State  University  Cooperative  Extension  Service 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Pyramid,  Fruits  and  vegetables,  Safe  foods, 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

A  Few 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Most 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

kJL/CUlloii 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

1  A 

Mos( 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

U5CU  wllC  Ull  W11C  OlllglC  ijCoMUll 

o 

ruDiic  scnoois 

uacu-vjruup  iviuuipic  ocssions 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Work  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Other: 

Tribal  Locations-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

3 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

1 

Any  Statewide 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

No  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Many  services 
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Oklahoma 

FNS  Region 

Southwest 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$2,545,936 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$4,700,526 

Federal 

$2,350,263 

Non-federal 

$2,350,263 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$11 

VviTiioe  FXNF  ()hH:iy  Per  1  ow-lnconie  Person 

<<=18S%  Poverty) 

$4 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

57% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

100% 

Many,  but  not  all,  local  foodstamp  offices  were  involved  in 

Portion  of  Focal  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Focal  FSP  Office  Involvement 

50% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

3 

Oklahoma-University  of  Oklahoma-Department  of  Nutrition  Sciences  in  the  College  of  Allied  Health 

A  nutrition  or  public  health  school/department/college  within  a 

Type  of  Organization 

university 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Focal  Projects 

0 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

Yes 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

1 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

N  umber  of  L'SDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

1 

I A  FSNE  Budget 

$239,036 

Total  Outlays 

$225,753 

Federal 

$106,235 

Non-Federal 

$1 19,518 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

100% 

%  of  FSNE  Prov  iders  with  College  Degree  or  More 

100% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

Don't  know,  policy  varies 

Target  Audience 

FSP  recipients  and  applicants  only 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

0 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

80 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

20 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

100 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

o     Other  low -income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

0 
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Oklahoma-University  of  Oklahoma-Department  of  Nutrition  Sciences  in  the  College  of  Allied  Health 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Fruits  and  vegetables,  Safe  foods 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Most 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Some 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

1 

Most 

typical  Mode  ot  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Not  Used 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Not  Used. 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Not  Used 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Not  Used 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Not  Used. 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Work  sites: 

Mnt  T  TcpH 
1>IUI  UaCU 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Not  Used 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

XT     j.  T  T  J 

Not  Used 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

1 

Social  Marketing 

Yes 

Number  of  Campaigns 

1 

Any  Statewide 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

2 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Sub  ject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

No  services 
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Oregon 

FNS  Region 

Western 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

SI, 736,776 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$3,081,371 

Federal 

$1,451,310 

Non-federal 

$1,630,061 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$7 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$3 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

75% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

67% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Some  local  food  stamp  offices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

42% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

1 

Oregon-Oregon  State  University,  Extension  Family  and  Community  Development 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

19 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

Number  of  USDA  Programs  with  w  hich  Well 

Coordinated 

0 

IA  FSNF  Budget 

■      »    ■                '  -     I'll  U      v  l 

$3  405  80? 

1  ,.1,1  Aiithvc 

i  oiai  \ juua> s 

<TT   AO  1    O  1  A 

Federal 

<r*  i  a  c  i  at/: 

$1,451,076 

Non-Federal 

$1,630,140 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

75% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

0% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  w  ith 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

1 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

55 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

42 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

2 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

50 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

35 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty  ) 

15 
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Oregon-Oregon  State  University,  Extension  Family  and  Community  Development 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Pyramid,  Fruits  and  vegetables,  Safe  foods 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Some 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Most 

Russian, 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

11 

r I ' \ ■ »-»  w> •  1 1  ]VlfiHfk        niropt  1/  *-|  ■  •  /•  1 1  #  ■  s * 
I  VpiLal  ItIUUC  Ul  Ull  Cll  ILUUldllUll 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

O 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

O 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

O 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

O 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

O 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Not  Used 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Other: 

Homes  or  hSNE  clients-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

J 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

XT  /  A 

IN/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

No 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

No  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Few  services 

Pennsylvania 

FNS  Region 

Mid-Atlantic 

Approved  Federal  FSNK  Budget 

SI  1,047,379 

Total  FSNK  Outlays 

$19,901,334 

Federal 

$9,950,667 

Non-federal 

$9,950,667 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$21 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$7 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

73% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

33% 

Portion  of  Focal  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

No  local  food  stamp  offices  wereinvolved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

1 

Pennsylvania-Pennsyl 

vania  Nutrition  Education  Program 

r\  UCpal  IIIICIII  UI  CUllC^C,  UII1CI   III. Ill  pUUHC  IK. Mill.  Wltlllll  a 

Type  of  Organization 

university 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

4 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

15 

Nutrition  Network 

Yes 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

130 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

Number  of  USDA  Programs  with  w  hich  Well 

Coordinated 

0 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$27,123,805 

Total  Outlays 

$21,038,340 

Federal 

<RQ  CKf)  667 

.inn  riutiui 

<C  1  1  0,87  f*l~l. 

/o  ot  counties  in  Mate  IA  Served  with  hSlNL 

AO/ 

0  % 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

0% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

Don't  know,  policy  varies 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

0 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

0 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

0 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

0 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

0 
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Pennsylvania-Pennsylvania  Nutrition  Education  Program 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Fruits  and  vegetables 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

A  Few 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Don't  know 

Hmong, 

Russian, 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

7 

Most 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

JNot  Used 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Not  Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

in ot  usee 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Not  T  T<;pH 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

2 

Social  Marketing 

Yes 

Number  of  Campaigns 

1 

Any  Statewide 

Yps 

I  Co 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used 

in  Campaign(s) 

i 

1 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Snmp  mps*sa0P*s  wpfp  tp^fpH 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

Yes 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Many  services 
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Rhode  Island 

FNS  Region 

Did  not  participate  in  Rev  iew 

Approved  Federal  FSNF  Budget 

$- 

Total  FSNF  Outlays 

$- 

Federal 

$- 

Non-federal 

$- 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$- 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$- 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

0% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

0% 

Portion  of  Focal  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

0% 

N  umber  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

1 

Rhode  Island-University  of  Rhode  Island 

A  nutrition  or  public  health  school/department/college  within  a 

Type  of  Organization 

university 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

0 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

1 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

Number  of  USD  A  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

1 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$900,900 

Total  Outlays 

$827,566 

Federal 

•won  ?8i 

Non-1'  ederal 

3>4z  /,ZoJ 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

100% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

90% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

Don't  know,  policy  varies 

FSP  recipients  and  eligibles  only  (household  income  at  or  below 

Target  Audience 

130%  of  poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

0 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

55 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

45 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

0 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=13()%  poverty) 

0 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

0 
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Rhode  Island-University  of  Rhode  Island 

ncduiiy  wcigiu,  ryrdiniu,  wnoie  grains,  rruus  ano  vegetauies, 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Safe  foods,  Low  fat,  Moderate  sugar  intake 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Most 

FlsevvherW(^iistonii7pd  hv  IA 

Some 

\1  n f (± i*! Q 1 G  in  Othpr  T  annn nnpc 
Itlaltl  Ial>  111       I II  CI  Lj«lliiUill^v> 

\f\onicn 

opdriibii 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  01  Ditierent  Settings  tor  Direct  Education 

8 

o     r  ooa  slump  unices. 

C  IO 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o     Luttii  ^uuperdiivc  lLAicnsion  unices. 

1NOI  useu 

o     Public  schools  (K-12): 

IN ot  Used. 

o    Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Not  Used 

o     Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o     Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o     WIC  clinics: 

Not  Used 

o     Health  care  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o     Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o     Work  sites: 

Not  Used. 

o     Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

UaCU  Wilt  Uil  WUC  OlllglC  ljCojIUII 

o     Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o  Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

4 

Social  Marketing 

Yes 

Number  of  Campaigns 

2 

Any  Statewide 

No 

lVinnhpi"  nf  Fliffprpn!  IVIpHin  •T^hiirinplc 

llUlllUvl    \J  1   1^11  K  1  v  II  l  ITlCUlH  V,  1 1  tx  1 1  1 1  L  1  s 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

5 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o     Social  Marketing: 

Yes 

o     Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o     Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Many  services 
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South  Carolina 

FNS  Region 

Southeast 

Approved  Federal  FSNK  Budget 

$771,991 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$325,328 

Federal 

SI  62,664 

Non-federal 

$162,664 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$1 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$0.27 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

100% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

50% 

Portion  of  Focal  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Some  local  food  stamp  offices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Focal  FSP  Office  Involvement 

42% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

2 

South  Carolina-Clemson  University 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Focal  Projects 

36 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  LA  Partners 

1 

Number  of  USDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

I 

LA  FSNE  Budget 

$1,290,326 

Total  Outlays 

$ 

Federal 

$ 

Non-KoHpral 

1  '  '  1  1     I   t  U v  1  til 

M> 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNF 

/  U    XII    X_»  WU  II  llv  J    111    .  M  il  I  v     1  /  \    lJLI    TCU     Tfll.ll    1    k7 1  ~  l_j 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

25% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  w  ith 

Standardized  Training 

All  required 

FSP  recipients  and  eligibles  only  (household  income  at  or  below 

Target  Audience 

130%  of  poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

50 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

0 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

20 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

30 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

70 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

30 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

o     Other  persons  (185%-(-  of  poverty  ) 

0 
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South  CaroIina-CIemson  University 

Pyramid,  Whole  grains,  Fruits  and  vegetables,  Safe  foods,  Low 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

fat 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Some 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Some 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

I  es 

liUllIUCI   Ul  flslllvlClll  OClllllHS  IUI    1711  iti  r^u  UK,  a  IIUII 

8 
o 

Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o     Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o     Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o      Public  schools  fK-12V 

T  I^prl-frrnun  K/lnltinlp  Sp^qiotts 

o     Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YJV1CA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o     Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o     Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o     WIC  clinics: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o     Health  care  sites: 

fNOt  useu 

o     Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o     Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o     Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o     Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o     Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Not  Used 

o  Other: 

Indirect  Education 

No 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

N/A 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

All  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o     Social  Marketing: 

No 

o     Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o     Indirect  Education: 

No 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

All  services 

South  Carolina 

I  NS  Region 

Southeast 

Approved  Federal  FSNK  Budget 

$771,991 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$325,328 

Federal 

$162,664 

Non-federal 

$162,664 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$1 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$0.27 

%  of  Counties  w  ith  Any  FSNE  Services 

100% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

50% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Some  local  food  stamp  offices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

42% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

2 

South  Carolina-South  Carolina  Department  of  Health  and  Environmental  Control,  Office  of  Public  Health  Nutrition 

Type  of  Organization 

A  division  of  a  State  or  territorial  health  department 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

1 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

N  umber  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

5 

Number  of  I  SDA  Programs  with  which  W  ell 

Coordinated 

1 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$253,656 

Total  Outlays 

$ 

Federal 

$ 

.^IJII-rCCJLI  a\ 

°/n  flf  fnuntipc  in  *sl'itr>  IA  ^»<>rvpH  with  F^MIT 

ZD  /O 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

100% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  w  ith 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

FSP  recipients  and  eligibles  only  (household  income  at  or  below 

Target  Audience 

130%  of  poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

80 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

20 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

0 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

80 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

10 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

5 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

5 
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South  Carolina-South  Carolina  Department  of  Health  and  Environmental  Control,  Office  of  Public  Health  Nutrition 

Physically  active,  Pyramid,  Whole  grains,  Fruits  and  vegetables, 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Low  fat 

Pronortion  of*  IVTatprialK  OrioinatpH/Dpvplnnpri  hv  I A 

Most 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Some 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Direct  Education 

No 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

N/A 

Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

rood  Stamp  Otiices: 

N/A 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

N/A 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

N/A 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

N/A 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

N/A 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

N/A 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

N/A 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

N/A 

o 

Work  sites: 

N/A 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

XT/  A 
IN/A 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

N/A 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

I  Co 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

2 

Social  Marketing 

Yes 

Number  of  Campaigns 

1 

Any 

Statewide 

No 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

z. 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

I  cs 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

^nmp  mPQ^op^:  wptp  tpQtpH 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

Yes 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Sub  ject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Many  services 
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South  Dakota 

FNS  Region 

Mt.  Plains 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$378,483 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

S449,849 

Federal 

$224,925 

Non-federal 

$224,924 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$8 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$2 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

100% 

%  of  Developmental  Activ  ities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

17% 

Portion  of  Focal  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

All  local  food  stamp  officeswere  involved  in  some  manner 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Inv  olvement 

42% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

1 

South  Dakota-South  Dakota  State  University  Cooperative  Extension  Service 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

9 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

Yes 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

5 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

Number  of  USDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

1 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$756,966 

Total  Outlays 

$530,377 

Federal 

$224  925 

\ ,a  n-  1*"<»H   r'A  1 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNF 

2 1  % 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

22% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

65 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

15 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

20 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

40 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

30 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

30 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  povertv) 

0 
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South  Dakota-South  Dakota  State  University  Cooperative  Extension  Service 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Pyramid,  Fruits  and  vegetables,  Safe  foods 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

A  Few 

Pf^n/i  1*4*1 /%n  nf  vi  '.j  t  f  **  i  *i  1  c  flt*ininof£trl 
I  I  UJJUI  IIUII  Ul  l>ldlvl  la  Is  UI  IglllalcU 

F1,lspwhprp/f^iisfomi7pH  hv  IA 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

7 

Mosl 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

iNot  usea 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Not  Used 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

No 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

N/A 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used 

in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

No 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

No  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

No  services 

Tennessee 

FNS  Region 

Southeast 

Appnned  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$2,350,204 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$4,700,408 

Federal 

$2,350,204 

Non-federal 

$2,350,204 

A\erage  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$6 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Povert\) 

$2 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

100% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

67% 

Portion  of  Focal  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

All  local  food  stamp  officeswere  involved  in  some  manner 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

42% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

2 

Tennessee-Tennessee  State  University,  Nutrition  Education  Program  (NEP) 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Focal  Projects 

0 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

Yes 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

20 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

o 

Number  of  L'SDA  Programs  with  w  hich  Well 

Coordinated 

1 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$ 

Total  Outlays 

$598,232 

Federal 

$299,1 16 

Non-Federal 

$299,1 16 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

3% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

66% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  voluntary  certification 

Target  Audience 

Other 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

1 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

15 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

75 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

9 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

80 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

10 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

10 

Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

0 
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Tennessee-Tennessee  State  University,  Nutrition  Education  Program  (NEP) 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Pyramid,  Whole  grains,  Fruits  and  vegetables,  Safe  foods 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

A  Few 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

A  Few 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

10 

Most 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Not  Used. 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Work  sites: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Other: 

Family  Resource  Centers-Group  Single  Session 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

3 

Social  Marketing 

Yes 

Number  of  Campaigns 

3 

Any  Statewide 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

2 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Some  services 

186 


Tennessee 

FNS  Region 

Southeast 

Approved  Federal  FSNK  Budget 

52,350,204 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$4,700,408 

Federal 

$2,350,204 

Non-federal 

$2,350,204 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$6 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$2 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

100% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

67% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

All  local  food  stamp  officeswere  involved  in  some  manner 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

42% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

2 

Tennessee-University  of  Ten 

nessee,  Agricultural  Extension  Service: 

Tennessee  Nutrition  &  Consumer  Education  Program  (TNCEP) 

1  \  iii     ill  fliiiini/iliiir) 
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OS 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

A 
\J 

Nutrition  Network 

fNO 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  I A  Partners 

0 

Number  of  I'SDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

4 

I A  FSN  E  Budget 

$4,022,490 

Total  Outlays 

$3,601,510 

Federal 

$1,800,755 

Non-Federal 

$1,800,755 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

98% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

70% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

Target  Audience 

FSP  recipients  and  applicants  only 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

5 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

70 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

20 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

5 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

0 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  povertv) 

o 
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Tennessee-University  of  Tennessee,  Agricultural  Extension  Service: 
Tennessee  Nutrition  &  Consumer  Education  Program  (TNCEP) 

Healthy  weight,  Pyramid,  Whole  grains,  Fruits  and  vegetables, 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Safe  foods,  Moderate  sugar  intake 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

A  Few 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Most 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

11 

Most 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Not  Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

3 

Social  Marketing 

Yes 

Number  of  Campaigns 

3 

Any  Statewide 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

6 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

Yes 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Some  services 
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Texas 

FNS  Region 

Southwest 

Approved  Federal  FSNK  Budget 

$3,536,152 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$4,542,530 

Federal 

$2,271,265 

Non-federal 

$2,271,265 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$2 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$1 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

89% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

50% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Some  local  food  stamp  offices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

42% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

6 

Texas-Corpus  Christi  Food  Bank 

Type  of  Organization 

An  emergency  food  provider,  such  as  a  food  bank  or  pantry 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Contract 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

0 

Number  off  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  I A  Partners 

0 

Number  of  LJSDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

0 

IA  FSN  E  Budget 

$27,420 

Total  Outlays 

$ 

Federal 

$ 

Non-Federal 

$ 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

0% 

%  of  FSN  E  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

0% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Y  oung  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

0 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

0 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

0 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

40 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

30 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

30 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty  ) 

0 
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Texas-Corpus  Christi  Food  Bank 

Healthy  weight,  Physically  active,  Pyramid,  Whole  grains, 

rruits  and  vegetables,  Sate  roods,  Low  rat,  Moderate  sugar 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

intake,  Less  salt,  Alcohol  in  Moderation 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

A  Few 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Most 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

5 

Most 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Not  Used 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Not  Used 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Not  Used 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Not  Used 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Used 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

JNot  used 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

T  TcpH  -(irni  in  "\j4iiltinlp  Qpccinnc 
UoCU  VJIUUU  lVlUIllUiC  OCoMUIIo 

o 

Other: 

ivendD  v_emer-uroup  iviuuipie  oessions 

Indirect  Education 

I  Ca 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

T. 

Social  Marketing 

Yes 

Number  of  Campaigns 

2 

Any  Statewide 

Nn 

1 N  KJ 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used 

in  Campaign(s) 

9 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

I 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Qnrnp  TTlPQ<i^O'P<v  WPfP  tPCtpH 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Many  services 
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Texas 

FNS  Region 

Southwest 

Approved  Federal  FSNF  Budget 

C3  ^ 1 C  Id 

3>3,jjo,  1  jZ 

1  otal  FSNE  Outlays 

3>4,54z,33U 

Federal 

$2,271,265 

Non-federal 

$2,271,265 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$2 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$1 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

89% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

33% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Some  local  food  stamp  offices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

42% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

6 

Texas-Houston  Food  Bank 

I  \  pe  of  Organization 

An  emergency  food  provider,  suchas  a  food  bank  or  pantry 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Contract 

N  umber  of  Local  Projects 

0 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

Yes 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

- 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

.>uniotr  oi  l  jua  rrograms  »iin  wnicn  wen 

Coordinated 

1 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$ 

Total  Outlays 

$ 

Federal 

$ 

Non-Federal 

$ 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

7% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

100% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

40 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

25 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

25 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

10 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

25 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

40 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

20 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  povertv) 

15 
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Texas-Houston  Food  Bank 

Healthy  weight,  Physically  active,  Pyramid,  Whole  grains, 

Fruits  and  vegetables,  Safe  foods,  Low  fat,  Moderate  sugar 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

intake,  Less  salt 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Some 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Some 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

3 

Most  lypical  Mode  ot  Direct  Education 

o     rood  Stamp  Unices: 

Not  Used 

o     Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o     Public  schools  (K-12): 

Not  Used 

o     Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o     Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Not  Used 

o     Elderly  services  site: 

Not  Used 

o     WIC  clinics: 

Not  Used 

o     Health  care  sites: 

Not  Used. 

o    Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Not  Used 

o     Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o     Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o     Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

iNot  used 

W        V  I1UI              lullll   UdSCU  \Jl  IZalllZjallUll  allcSt 

*_JoCVJ~vJHJUJJ  1V1UH1U1C  OCSMUIlo 

o  uiner. 

lllUlltvl  ILUUlallUIl 

1  Co 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channpl^  for  InHirppt  T^Hiitf^jitinn 

V    UlllllalLI.^   t  \  r  t     1  I1UII  L>UUv<lllUll 

2 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

A  n\/  ^f  of t> vv i  f\ i* 
r\.liy  t3ldlt?  vv  1UC 

N/A 

IN/  r\ 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

UStU  111  ^  cX  II 1  |Ja  l^H \?>) 

N/A 

IN/  /A. 

in  ri  fi  1 1  f*rf»ri  A  n\T  M  none  Actoccmont 

I  Co 

Prnnnrtiftii  nf*  lVTpssiiop^  "TpttpH 

I  I  UUUI  llvlll  Ul  jTlC35al!v*    1  C51CU 

All  mpQ^atrp^  wprp  fpcfpH 

/  v  1  111 Itoodgtj   Wtlt  LtS ICU 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o     Social  Marketing: 

No 

o     Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o     Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Some  services 
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Texas 

FNS  Region 

Southwest 

Approved  Federal  FSNK  Budget 

$3,536,152 

Total  FSNK  Outlaw 

$4,542,530 

Federal 

$2,271,265 

Non-federal 

$2,271,265 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$2 

\\crage  FSNK  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$1 

%  of  C  ounties  with  Any  KSNK  Services 

89% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

33% 

Portion  of  Focal  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNK 

Some  local  food  stamp  offices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Focal  FSP  Office  Involvement 

42% 

Number  of  FSNK  Implementing  Agencies 

6 

Texas-San  Antonio  Food  Bank 

Type  of  Organization 

An  emergency  food  provider,  suchas  a  food  bank  or  pantry 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Contract 

Number  of  local  Projects 

0 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

Number  of  I'SDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

0 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

SI  17,944 

1  nt  1 1  Oiitl'ivi 
i  \i  i  (i  i  1  '  1 1 1  1 1 1  \  > 

J>  J  1 ,4JV 

h ederal 

Non-Federal 

S2»,s99 

/o  oi  Counties  in  Mate  IA  Nerved  with  rSNL 

6/o 

%  of  FSNK  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

100% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  voluntary  certification 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Kstimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

15 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

30 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

15 

o     Klderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

40 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

0 

Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

100 
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Texas-San  Antonio  Food  Bank 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Pyramid,  Fruits  and  vegetables,  Safe  foods 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

A  Few 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Some 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

4 

Most 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Not  Used 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Not  Used 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Not  Used 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Not  Used 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

3 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used 

in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

No 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

All  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Sub  ject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Many  services 

i 

ji 
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Texas 

FNS  Region 

Southwest 

Approved  Federal  FSNK  Budget 

53,536,152 

Total  FSNK  Outlays 

$4,542,530 

Federal 

$2,271,265 

Non-federal 

$2,271,265 

Average  FSNK  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$2 

\\erage  FSNK  Outlay  Per  Fow-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$1 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNK  Services 

89% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

50% 

Portion  of  Focal  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNK 

Some  local  food  stamp  offices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Focal  FSP  Office  Involvement 

42% 

Number  of  FSNK  Implementing  Agencies 

6 

Texas-South  Plains  Food  Bank 

Type  of  Organization 

An  emergency  food  provider,  such  as  a  food  bank  or  pantry 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SKSA 

Contract 

Number  of  Focal  Projects 

0 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

Number  of  L'SDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

0 

I  A  FSNF  Budget 

$28,794 

Total  (  kntlni  v 

h ederal 

C  1  A  TOT 

Non-Federal 

$15,332 

°/n  of  fonntips  in  *statp  I  A  Sprvort  w  ith  PSNF 

u  /o 

%  of  FSNF  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

100% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Kstimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

47 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

53 

o     Klderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

0 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

0 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

0 
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Texas-South  Plains  Food  Bank 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Pyramid,  Whole  grains,  rants  and  vegetables,  Safe  foods 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

A  Few 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Most 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

4 

Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

rUUU  oldflip 

Not  Used 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Not  T  IseH 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-Group  single  Session 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Not  Used 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Not  Used 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

1MOI  UScU 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Not  Used 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

2 

Social  Marketing 

Yes 

Number  of  Campaigns 

3 

Any  Statewide 

No 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

1 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

Yes 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Few  services 
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Texas 

i  n  s  Region 

Southwest 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$3,536,152 

Total  FSNK  Outlays 

$4,542,530 

Federal 

$2,271,265 

Non-federal 

$2,271,265 

Average  FSNK  Outlav  Per  FSP  Participant 

$2 

Vlpr'iui'   1   S\l     (  )lllll\    Pi   I    1   I  i \\  -  1  1  1  i '  I  I  (  1  1  i  ■  I'rlMiII 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$1 

°/o  of  COuuties  with  Anv  FSNK  Services 

89% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

33% 

Portion  of  l.oeal  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNK 

Some  local  food  stamp  offices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Inv  olvement 

42% 

Number  of  FSNK  Implementing  Agencies 

6 

Texas-Tarrant  Area  Food  Bank 

T)  pe  of  Organization 

An  emergency  food  provider,  such  as  a  food  bank  or  pantry 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Contract 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

0 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

Yes 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

Number  of  I'SDA  Programs  with  which  W  ell 

Coordinated 

o 

1  otal  ( hitlavs 

$ 

Federal 

$ 

Non-Federal 

s 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

0% 

%  of  FSNK  Providers  w  ith  College  Degree  or  More 

0% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Kstimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

Infants  and  Young  C  hildren  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

0 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

0 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

0 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

0 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  povert\ ) 

0 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

0 
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Texas-Tarrant  Area  Food  Bank 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

- 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

- 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

- 

Direct  Education 

No 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

N/A 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

0 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

- 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o     Social  Marketing: 

No 

o     Direct  Education: 

No 

o     Indirect  Education: 

No 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 
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Texas 

KNS  Region 

Southwest 

Approved  Federal  KSNK  Budget 

$3,536,152 

Total  KSNK  Outlays 

$4,542,530 

Kederal 

$2,271,265 

Non-federal 

$2,271,265 

Average  KSNK  Outlay  Per  KSP  Participant 

$2 

\l                       I    S\l      (                        1  *  i  -  1  ■    1    |  i\\  _|  Mi'lllltl'    l'(  1 
.  \  >  l  1  tll;l    1   i  »  .  "  1-   \  /  U  U  «>    I   K  I     1,IMt"*III\.»MIII.    1   CI  3UII 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$1 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  KSNK  Services 

89% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SKSA  Involvement 

0% 

Portion  of  Local  KSP  Offices  Involved  in  KSNE 

Some  local  food  stamp  offices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Ty  pes  of  Local  KSP  Office  Involvement 

42% 

Number  of  KSNK  Implementing  Agencies 

6 

Texas-Texas  A&M  Cooperative  Extension 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Tj  pe  of  Agreement  with  SKSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

N  umber  of  Local  Projects 

223 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

m  j 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Kormal  IA  Partners 

0 

N  umber  of  I  SDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

1 

r  .v> r>  rcuugei 

<ca  tit  ">nn 

I  otal  Outlays 

$4,960,922 

Kederal 

$2,480,461 

Non-Kederal 

$2,480,461 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  KSNE 

88% 

%  of  KSN  K  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

75% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  w  ith 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

0 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

0 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

0 

Kood  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Kood  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

37 

o     Kood  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

30 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

24 

Other  persons  (185%+  of  povertv) 

9 
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Texas-Texas  A&M  Cooperative  Extension 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Fruits  and  vegetables,  Safe  foods 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

A  Few 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Most 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

11 

Most 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

rood  Stamp  Oitices: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Work  sites: 

inoi  useu 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

-> 

3 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Some  services 
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Utah 

I  NS  Region 

Mt.  Plains 

Approved  Federal  FSNK  Budget 

$351,270 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$751,500 

Federal 

$351,270 

Non-federal 

$400,230 

A  vi»rn<ii»  I- ^  \  I-'  ()nfl'i\  l*i»r  I'^P  l*nrf  ipiivint 

I'VltlLl    1  tjl             V/UI  UM     III      I    .  »  I       1    (II    1  1  L  1  |  '  .  1  1  t  l 

$6 

\  ,    iirmifi    1    W  \    1       1    ^iilI'Li      Dm-    |    mi'     1  i  i  ,  ■  i  i  iii  .  ■    1  '  .  .  i  ■  l  i  i  1 1 

wctage  i  >>r.  isuiia>  ■  ei  i  .ow-iiKonie  i  erson 

f<=185%  Poverh  > 

$1 

/o  ui  v  uiiiuks  wiiii  .\n>  rii.^tii  ijii  i  fits 

83% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

67% 

Portion  of  Focal  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Some  local  food  stamp  offices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Focal  FSP  Office  Involvement 

42% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

1 

Utah-Utah  State  University 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Contract 

Number  of  Focal  Projects 

0 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

N  umber  of  Other  Formal  FA  Partners 

8 

Number  of  USD  A  Programs  with  which  Well 

(  on r (\  i  n  n t pH 

V    WWI  UIIIUILU 

1 

IA  r .» r.  ouogei 

ff^CA  AAA 

Total  Outlays 

$751,500 

Federal 

$351,270 

Non-Federal 

$400,230 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

83% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

50% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

0 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

0 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

0 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

0 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  povertv) 

0 
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Utah-Utah  State  University 

Dietary  diidolines  Hiphlv  Fmnhasizpri 

1/  l\.  1  tl  I    T     VJ  UIUVIIIIVO    AMI  £1  Illy  IjIIIUIIU.iI/^VU 

PvramiH    Prints  anH  vptrpt^hlpQ  ^afp  fnr*rlQ 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

A  Few 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Some 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

No 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

N/A 

Indirect  Education 

No 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

N/A 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

No 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

All  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o     Social  Marketing: 

No 

o     Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o     Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

No  services 
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Vermont 

i  ns  Region 

Northeast 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$235,466 

1  otal  FSNE  Outlays 

$433,836 

Federal 

$216,918 

\  o  n-IViie  r;i  1 

$2 1 6,9 1 8 

\\ crime  FSN'F  Ontl  i\  Per  l"S  1*  Particinanf 

$10 

\    \    .    i   -  i  i  i  .  .     1    W  \    1       1  llltl'tl      1  '  .  .  i      1     i  .  \  »       lrii-iiiiii>             ci  i  ,  n 

.'\>crti*jt  r.i  >r.  wini*i\  i  ct  i ,o>\- inc c> ■  in.  i  crson 

f<=185%  Povert\  1 

$3 

°/n  t\f  (  minfipv  with  Anv  KK\K  Kprvirf*^ 

1 00% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SI  S  \  Involvement 

100% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

No  local  food  stamp  offices  wereinvolved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Focal  FSP  Office  Involvement 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

5 

v  ermoni-nenningioii 

Rutland  nnnnrhinifv  (  rinri.  il  (RRfir\ 

Kuiidnu  wpponuniiy  council  ^ o i\\ f\^. j 

Tj  pe  of  Organization 

An  emergency  food  provider,  such  as  a  food  bank  or  pantry 

Type  of  Agreement  \>  ith  SFSA 

Other 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

0 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  [A  Partners 

1 

Number  ofUSDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

1 

LA  FSNE  Budget 

$8,524 

1  Willi    \/U  I  Id  t  ^ 

S?4 

Perioral 

i'4,ZOZ 

Non-r  ederal 

2)4,  Z6z 

/o  oi  bounties  in  Mate  ia  serveo  witn  raiNt, 

14/0 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

100% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  t  raining 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

Target  Audience 

Other 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

11 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

22 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

55 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

12 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

57 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

27 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

16 

Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty  ) 

0 
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Vermont-Bennington  Rutland  Opportunity  Council  (BROC) 

Physically  active,  Pyramid,  Whole  grains,  Fruits  and  vegetables, 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Low  fat,  Moderate  sugar  intake,  Less  salt 

Proportion  01  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

A  Few 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

A  Few 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

4 

IVIOSI 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Not  Used 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Not  Used 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Not  Used 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Not  Used 

o 

Work  sites: 

1NLH  LJ^CU 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

No 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

JN/A 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

X  T  /  A 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used 

in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

No 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

No  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

No 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

All  services 
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Vermont 

1  N  S  Region 

Northeast 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

$235,466 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$433,836 

Federal 

$216,918 

Non-federal 

$216,918 

\\cr*i€ip  l*'S\l-  (              Pit  KSP  P:i  r  t  i  r  i  n  :i  n  t 

.  1  >  l  1  41LV    1  iJi^lL.  V 1 1 J  1  1 , 1  >    I   1.1     1   .11      1   (II  1  1 1 1 J  tl  1 1  1 

$10 

\  \   i  ■  1  ■  l  '  1  i  •     1    V  \.  1       i  lllll    l\      I'l    l      1     iiw       llli'illlli'     I'l  lAllll 

.  \  M  1           r  .~  >  i.  Wllll*l\   1  CI   LUn" lUlUlUC  1  1 1  Mill 

(<=185%  Povert\ ) 

$3 

°/n  i»f  (  iiiinlii  s  \\  i  t  li  Anv  I'WF  Services 

/  O  17 1   V   Wlllllll^        1 1 1 1   .  \  1 1  >    1            1 .  JC 1  I 

1 00% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

100% 

Portion  of  Focal  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

No  local  food  stamp  offices  wereinvolved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Focal  FSP  Office  Involvement 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

5 

Vermont-Central  Vermont  Community  Action  Council  (CVCAC) 

Type  of  Organization 

An  emergency  food  provider,  such  as  a  food  bank  or  pantry 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Othe 

Number  of  Focal  Projects 

0 

N  umber  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

2 

Number  of  FSDA  Programs  w  ith  w  hich  W  ell 

Coordinated 

1 

I.I.I      i    \  ■  .  1   1  .  i  (Ml 

I  otai  outlays 

5>  12,1)40 

Federal 

$6,020 

Non-Federal 

$6,020 

%  of  Counties  in  State  I A  Served  with  FSNE 

21% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

1 00% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

All  required 

Target  Audience 

Other 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

0 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

0 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

0 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

56 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

30 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

14 

Other  persons  (185%+  of  povertv) 

0 
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Vermont-Central  Vermont  Community  Action  Council  (CVCAC) 

Physically  active,  Pyramid,  Whole  grains,  Fruits  and  vegetables, 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

bare  roods,  Low  fat,  Moderate  sugar  intake,  Less  salt 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

None 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

None 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

3 

Most 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Not  T  Jsed 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Not  Used 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

JNot  Used 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

iNot  used 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Not  Used 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

No 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

N/A 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

No 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

All  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

No 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

No 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

All  services 
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Vermont 

KNS  Region 

Northeast 

Approved  Federal  FSNF  Budget 

$235,466 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$433,836 

Federal 

$216,918 

iP&lUt/lO 

Average  fSNF  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

"s  1  ft 
O  1  u 

Average  FSNF  Outlay  Per  Fow-Income  Person 

f<=185%  PnvM-tvl 

$3 

°/o  of  Counties  with  An\  1  SNF  Services 

i  uu  /o 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  (nvolvemenl 

100% 

Portion  of  Focal  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

No  local  food  stamp  offices  wereinvolved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Focal  FSP  Office  Inv  olv  ement 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

5 

Vermont-Champlain  Valley  Office  of  Economic  Opportunity  (CVOEO) 

Other*  A  r^nm m 1 1 n 1 1 v  Action  Prnor;im  -nnvntf*  nctn-nroflt  SOI 

Tvpe  of  Organization 

C3 

Tvpe  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

OtherO 

Numhpi"  (if  1  or:il  Prnipptc 

■  i  II  III          1     \l  1     1    1  'V  ill     ■    1  II  1  1.1 

0 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

o 

Nutrition  \pt\\nrk 

No 

Number  of  Network  \lcmbpr  Oronni/ntinnA 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

Number  of  USD  A  Programs  with  which  Well 

v  nor  (i i n  j leu 

z 

I A  I  SM  .  Iiutl«ct 

$41,822 

Total  Outlays 

$41,822 

Federal 

$20,91 1 

Non-Federal 

$20,91 1 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

29% 

%  of  FSNF  Providers  w  ith  College  Degree  or  More 

100% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  w  ith 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

1 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

33 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

33 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

33 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

70 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=13fl%  poverty) 

5 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

25 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

0 
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Vermont-Champlain  Valley  Office  of  Economic  Opportunity  (CVOEO) 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Some 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Most 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Vietnamese 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

o 

Most 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

I  f\f*  o  1  ■    r\  i\  w\  oro  1 1 1 ;  /i  Ej  vtonciAn  ilffi  pac  • 

IjOCal  ^OOpciallVc  ILXltliSlUll  wIUCcS. 

Not  I  Jsed 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

JNot  Used 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

JNot  Used 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

JNot  Used 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

JNot  Used 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

JNot  used 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Not  Used 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Not  Used 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

0 

Social  Marketing 

XT™ 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used 

in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

No 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

No  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Many  services 
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Vermont 

FNS  Region 

Northeast 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

S235,466 

Total  FSNF  Outlays 

$433,836 

Federa 1 

$2 16,9  IX 

>  UN-It  llCI  .11 

Axerage  FSNK  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

J>  1  u 

Average  ISNL  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

/<-=  1  BIO/  Pnvartvl 

— i  o~  /o  i  o\eri\ ) 

°/o  of  Counties  >\  it h  Any  FSNE  Services 

i  nno/ 
1  UUVo 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

100% 

Portion  of  Focal  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

No  local  food  stamp  offices  wereinvolved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

Number  of  FSNF  Implementing  Agencies 

5 

Vermont-University  of  Vermont 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

OtherO 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

11 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

>  1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1.  i  ui  uou/i  riu^iaiiis  >\im  wmcii  >>cii 

i  nnfnmfil'pH 

n 

IA  rSNL  Budget 

$269,120 

Total  Outlays 

$262,876 

Federal 

$131,438 

Non-Federal 

$131,438 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

100% 

%  of  FSN  F  Prov  iders  w  ith  College  Degree  or  More 

71% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  w  ith 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

Target  Audience 

Other 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Y  oung  Children  (<5  years) 

2 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  y  ears) 

20 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

28 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

50 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

0 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty  ) 

0 
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Vermont-University  of  Vermont 

Ilwit'iF*i"  r_iiinDlin0e  1 1 1  (i  1 1 1  \    [*  m  nil  *i  ti  vorl 
i/il  i«i  >  \j uiUvJlllca  nigiiiy  r^llipildM/.tu 

Healthy  weight,  Pyramid,  Fruits  and  vegetables,  Safe  foods 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Most 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

A  Few 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

6 

Most 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Pnhlir  M'hiutk  fK-1?V 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

I  Jsed-Groun  Multinle  Sessions 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Not  T  TqpH 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

T  I cpH  jC\vcx\ \t\  xlitirrl^  ^f^ccirin 
UoCU  VJ1UUU  Ollltilt,  OCooiUIJ 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Not  T  Iserl 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Not  I  Jsed 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

I  I cpH -ilrni \w  \A\  1 1 1 1 y\  1  c*  ^pccmnc 
UoCU  VJIUUU  1V1U1L1U1C  i3\7oolUilo 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

l)Offices  of  other  agencies  2)Low-income  housing  projects- 

o 

Other: 

Delivery  Mode  Unknown 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

2 

Social  Marketing 

IN  U 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used 

in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

No  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Many  services 
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Vermont 

I  NS  Region 

Northeast 

Approved  Federal  FSNK  Budget 

$235,466 

1  olal  FSNE  Outlays 

$433,836 

Federal 

$216,918 

>  I  '  1  |     1  v  l  l  L  1  til 

$216  918 

\  \  t'fuii*  I*  ^  x  1'    I  \  1 1  1  !  •  i  \    1 '  i  •  i  ■  I       1 '  P'i  i*t  ii*i  ii<i  nl 

.\>cragi.  i  :v>r.  vsuuay  i  tr  i  v>i  i  ariieipam 

Average  ISNF  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=I85%  p(,vpr»v\ 

$3 

/O  UI  v  \t  U 1 1 1  It.  IS  >>  Jill  .\ll\    i          L  k^LIvHtrs 

1 00% 
i  vjvj  /□ 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

100% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

No  local  food  stamp  offices  wereinvolved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

5 

Vermont- Vermont  Campaign  to  End  Childhood  Hunger 

Other:  A  private  non-profit  thatpromotes  good  nutrition  and  use 

Type  of  Organization 

of  the  federal  nutrition  programs  forchildren  and  families. 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

OtherO 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

0 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

N  umber  of  Other  Formal  1A  Partners 

0 

Number  of  LSDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

2 

i. a  r *v> r,  i>uugei 

(tc-j  inn 
30  J, 1 UU 

1  otal ( )ut  lays 

$53,100 

Federal 

$26,550 

Non-Federal 

tV>  ^  S     Z"  Z"  t\ 

$26,550 

%  of  Counties  in  State  I A  Served  with  FSNE 

79% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

100% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

Target  Audience 

Other 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

17 

o    Adults  (18-59  years) 

83 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

0 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

47 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  povert>) 

10 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

40 

Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

3 
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Vermont- Vermont  Campaign  to  End  Childhood  Hunger 

Pyramid,  Whole  grains,  Fruits  and  vegetables,  Safe  foods,  Low 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

fat 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

A  Few 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Some 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

- 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

6 

Most 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Not  Used 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Not  Used 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Other: 

Community  center  public  library-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

Indirect  Education 

No 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

N/A 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used 

in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

No 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

No  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

No 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

All  services 
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Virginia 

FNS  Region 

Mid-Atlantic 

Approved  Federal  FSNK  Budget 

$3,313,274 

Total  FSNK  Outlays 

$5,1 14,507 

Federal 

$2,557,254 

Non-federal 

$2,557,253 

Average  FSNE  Out  lav  Per  FSP  Participant 

$11 

Av(»r:i<M»  FSNK  ()ntl:iv  Per  1  n\\ -1  nromp  Person 

■  I'll  (IL^v     ■    *  J  .  ,  1 .    V/UUu  1     ■    1  1      ■  .  W  »  '      1  1  1  ^  '  '  1  1  1  V     1    I  1  3UII 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$3 

%  of  Counties  with  Anv  FSNE  Services 

91% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

67% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Some  local  food  stamp  offices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

17% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

1 

Virginia-Virginia  Polytechnic  Institute  and  State  University 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  w  ith  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

5 

N  umber  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  I A  Partners 

0 

Number  of  USDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

4 

1  A  FSNF  Riirivpt 

OU,UZ  /  ,  1  JU 

I  otal  i  Outlays 

3>6,094,v  12 

Federal 

$2,781,056 

Non-Federal 

$3,313,856 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

91% 

%  of  FSN  E  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

10% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

All  required 

FSP  recipients  and  cligibles  only  (household  income  at  or  below 

Target  Audience 

130%  of  poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

11 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

54 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

25 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

10 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

40 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

30 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

30 

0     Other  persons  (185%+  of  povertv) 

o 
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Virginia-Virginia  Polytechnic  Institute  and  State  University 

Pyramid,  Fruits  and  vegetables,  Safe  foods,  Moderate  sugar 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

111  l  H  l\  v_ 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Most 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Some 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish,Vietnamese 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

8 

Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Groun  Multinle  Sessions 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Not  Used 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

No 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

N/A 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any 

Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

All  services 
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Washington 

FNS  Region 

Western 

Approved  Federal  FSNK  Budget 

$6,136,982 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$8,387,780 

Federal 

$4,486,687 

\ i  on-fefler  n  1 

'  1  "  I     1  V          1  ill 

$3,901,093 

Average  ISNF  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

1 1  8 

j>  1  o 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low -Income  Person 

y  ^     Id*'  /  o  1  UTvl  IT  1 

$5 

£\  f  (  'it  ii  w\  tint   «■  itti     \  it  \     1    ^  \  1      Wiii*i'  iiinf 

/o  oi  v  ounues  wmi  .\n\  riV>r,  j>er>ites 

7J  /O 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

0% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Only  a  few  local  food  stampoffices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Ty  pes  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

25% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

3 

Washington-Department  of  Social  and  Health  Services,  Aging  and  Disability  Services  Administration 

Type  of  Organization 

A  State  Department  of  Aging  orElderly  Services 

Ty  pe  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

N  umber  of  Local  Projects 

0 

N  umber  of  Subcontractors 

4 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

N  umber  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

Xiinilier  t\f  1          A  l*r*i(rri*m^  w  ith  which  Well 

Coordinated 

o 

1 A  r  S>  r.  Budget 

$1 19,672 

Total  Outlays 

$82,498 

Federal 

$43,746 

Non-Federal 

$38,752 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

15% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

0% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  w  ith 

Standardized  Training 

Target  Audience 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

School-Age  Children  (5-17  y  ears) 

0 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

0 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

0 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

0 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty  ) 

0 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty ) 

0 

Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty  ) 

0 
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Washington-Department  of  Social  and  Health  Services,  Aging  and  Disability  Services  Administration 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

- 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

- 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

- 

Direct  Education 

_ 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

N/A 

Most 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

N/A 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

N/A 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

N/A 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

N/A 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

N/A 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

N/A 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

N/A 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

N/A 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

N/A 

o 

Work  sites: 

N/A 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

N/A 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

N/A 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

N/A 

o 

Other: 

N/A 

Indirect  Education 

- 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

- 

Social  Marketing 

Number  of  Campaigns 

- 

Any  Statewide 

- 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used 

in  Campaign(s) 

- 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

No 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

- 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

No 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

No 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 
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Washington 

FYS  Region 

Western 

Approved  Federal  FSNF  Budget 

$6, 136,982 

Total  FSNE  Outlays 

$8,387,780 

Federal 

$4,486,687 

Non-federal 

$3,901,093 

Avermn*  KS\I'  (  hillix  Per  KKP  1  'i  i  I  i  r  i  n  i  n  1 

.I'll  tl^l    1        i  ^  M..*   V  J  U  I  1(1  1    I   v  1     1   ill      1   m  1  1  IV  1 11(111  I 

$18 

V  \  1 1  ■*  1 1 1  ■  1 1    I-  V.  \    1      ■  1 1 1  M  •>  i 1    1  *  .  .  *  -    I    .  ,  »  i      liii'iii)ii>    r  ri     i  i  i  1 1 

\N(.r*i*;e  i  rv>  r.  wuiut>  i  cr  i ,o\\ -i ncoiiie  i  ersoii 

(<=185%  Povert\ ) 

$5 

°/n  of  Counties  with  Vnv  FSNF  Services 

/  V    \/l     V     1'  11  II             1     "  Mil    .kill      1    •.  J  .  i  1       i  1 V  I    •  IVVJ 

95% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

0% 

Portion  of  Focal  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Only  a  few  local  food  stampoffices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Focal  FSP  Office  Involvement 

25% 

Number  of  FSNF  Implementing  Agencies 

3 

Washington-Washington  State  Department  of  Health 

Tj  pe  of  Organization 

A  division  of  a  State  or  territorial  health  department 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Focal  Projects 

0 

Number  of  Suhcontractors 

25 

Nutrition  Network 

Yes 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

1 

Number  of  E'SDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

( '  AArH  i  n  n  f  pH 

n 

IA  r  »  r.  riuuget 

C  A  A  A  \  Aon 
5)4,44  1  ,U»y 

Total  Outlays 

$3,031,147 

Federal 

$1,357,334 

Non-Federal 

$1,673,813 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  w  ith  FSNE 

33% 

%  of  FSNF  Pn>\  iders  with  College  Degree  or  More 

85% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  w  ith 

Standardized  Training 

Don't  know,  policy  varies 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  y  ears) 

30 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

20 

o     Adults  (18-59  y  ears) 

25 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

25 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

0 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

povert\ ) 

0 

Other  persons  (185%+  of  povertv) 

0 
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Washington-Washington 

Mate  Department  01  Health 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Healthy  weight,  Physically  active,  Fruits  and  vegetables 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

None 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Some 

Russian, 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

10 

Most 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

2 

Social  Marketing 

XT™ 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used 

in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

XT™ 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Few  services 
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Washington 

I  NS  Region 

Western 

Approved  Federal  FSNK  Budget 

3>o,  1  3o,vsz 

1  otal  1  S\l.  Outlays 

CO  ">  O  "7  Ton 

iX, 387, 7X0 

Federal 

$4,486,687 

Non-federal 

$3,901,093 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$18 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$5 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

95% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

0% 

Portion  of  Focal  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Only  a  few  local  food  stampoffices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Focal  FSP  Office  Involvement 

25% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

3 

Washington-Washington  State  University 

T)  pe  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  w  ith  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Numher  of  Focal  Projects 

21 

N  umher  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

Yes 

Numher  of  Network  Memher  Organizations 

20 

Numher  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

\  1 1  n  1 1 1 1  ■  i"  lit  1           V   IViiur'jnic  nitti  w  hii-li  \\  i>ll 
.llJIIIUll   Ul                    I  IM^Idlll:*               »IIICII  VtCII 

Coordinated 

2 

IA  FSNE  Budget 

$6,917,407 

Total  Outlays 

$4,775,231 

Federal 

$2,586,703 

Non-Federal 

$2,188,528 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

54% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

84% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

0 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

%x 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

0 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

0 

Food  stamp  eligihle  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

0 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  povertv) 

0 
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Washington-Washington  State  University 

ryiallllvi,    nulla  clliu  VCgCLaUlCa,  OalC  lUUUa,   LUW  lal,  IVlOtieialC 

Dipturv  f~^n  irlpli  np^  Wiohlv  V ^mnhii ciypH 
i/ittfli  y  vjuiuciiiivs  iiigiiiy  i^iii  lmki 

ClIfTQr  1  Tl  t  £1  V 

dUgal  II1U1KL 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Some 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Ei  lto\i'n<ii*^/l    iictnnir/DM  hi;  1  A 
ILlNcWIlcrc/^UalUIIlIiCU  Uy  l/\ 

Some 

V^all  lUUUIall 

T?  1 1 cci c\n 

1VT ntprialc  in  Othpr  I  anoiiaopc 

iTiaici  1*4  1,3  111  V~/lllVl    1  j«  1 1 1 IJ  ct  tL  C  i> 

\non  i  en 

Oirprt  ^  Hiirntion 

Yes 

I  to 

Niimhpr  of*  F^iffprpnt  Slpf'tinos  fnr*  r^irppt  f^HiiPfitinn 

liUIIIUCI    Vf  I        1 1  Rl  till  OClllll£f3  lul    L/l  1  tl.  1  Mli\M  UtaUUII 

1 

Z. 

IVIrt^t  Tvnipal  IVInHp  of*  Oirppf  FHiifutinn 

1TIU31    M.  VUltal  1TIUUC  \J  I   1^/11  C\-l  IjUUtalllFII 

U        rUUU  Ola  III  p  Vyllills. 

"Mot  T  Tc^H 

I  *\f* it  1  ^"'fkri hp tivp  FT vtpncinn       f  "Fi r» c • 
U        LiULdl  V^UULICI  allVC  l\.  A  It  ll>IUII  V/IIILL>. 

o     Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o     Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o    Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Not  Used 

o     Elderly  services  site: 

Not  Used 

o    WIC  clinics: 

Not  Used 

o     Health  care  sites: 

XT     a  T  T  J 

Not  Used 

o    Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Not  Used 

o    Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o     Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o     Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Not  Used 

o     Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Not  Used 

o  Other: 

Indirect  Education 

_ 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

- 

Social  Marketing 

Yes 

Number  of  Campaigns 

1 

Any  Statewide 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

0 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o     Social  Marketing: 

No 

o     Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o     Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Sub  ject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Many  services 
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West  Virginia 

K.VS  Region 

Mid-Atlantic 

4                                    II'        1                1      1     .      V     1         1  I  I 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

3  1,1  jz,z(J4 

Total  1  SM.  Outlays 

$2,063,283 

Federal 

$1,031,641 

Non-federal 

$1,031,642 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$8 

Average  FSNK  Outlav  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=I85%  Poverty) 

$3 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

62% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SI'S  A  Involvement 

17% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Some  local  food  stamp  offices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

58% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

1 

West  Virginia- West  Virginia  University 

I  v  pe  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

34 

N  umber  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

2 

*>  U  1  II  II  l  1    Wl   L                1  lU^ltllllN  Willi  WHICH  >>LII 

Coordinated 

1 

I A  FSNE  Budget 

$2,304,783 

Total  Outlays 

$2,121,888 

Federal 

$1,031,641 

Non-Federal 

$1,090,247 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

62% 

%  of  FSNE  Prov  iders  with  College  Degree  or  More 

70% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  w  ith 

Standardized  Training 

All  required 

FSP  recipients  and  eligibles  only  (household  income  at  or  below 

Target  Audience 

130%  of  poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

50 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

35 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

15 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

45 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

25 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

20 

Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

10 
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West  Virginia 

-West  Virginia  University 

T)iptor*v  f^iiiHplinpc  Hiohlv  Fmnh!)(i7prl 
l/iciai  y  vj  U1UC11HC9  ■  i  ii^ 1 1 1  >  i  j 1 1 1 1 j i id>i//CU 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

A  Few 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Some 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

- 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

6 

Most 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Not  Used 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Not  Used 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Not  Used 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Work  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

iNOt  useo 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

2 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

All  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Many  services 
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Wisconsin 

17%.!  o  r»  t  _ .  _ 

t  ns  Region 

M  iilw  est 

Approved  I  eucrai  r.i.>r.  i>uuj;ci 

I  otai  t  >  > r.  t  Miiia\  s 

II MMM 1 

r  eoenu 

#11  1  «« 

Non-federal 

$5,648,  1  1  3 

\\erage  FSNK  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$35 

Average  FSNK  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Povert\) 

$9 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

82% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

0% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Only  a  few  local  food  stampoffices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

25% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

3 

Wisconsin-Great  Lakes  Inter-Tribal  Council 

T\  pe  of  Organization 

A  Tribal  Council  or  InbalHealtn  program 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Contract 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

1 

N  umber  of  Subcontractors 

4 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

Number  of  L'SDA  Programs  with  which  W  ell 

Coordinated 

2 

I A  FSNE  Budget 

$322,408 

Total  Outlays 

$302,177 

Federal 

$218,857 

Non-Federal 

$83,320 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

10% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  w  ith  College  Degree  or  More 

35% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  with 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  no  certification  program  available 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

30 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

10 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

45 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

15 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

40 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=I30%  poverty) 

20 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

35 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  povertv) 

5 

223 


Wisconsin-Great  Lakes  Inter-Tribal  Council 

1 1 1    1"  q  **  v  l.niMplinpc  Uiorilv  hmnhfici70n 
lllvlal  y  vjUIUclllIvS  niglllY  ELIIlfJIIaMAcU 

rnybicdiiy  dciivc,  rruiis  dnu  vegeiduies 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

A  Few 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Some 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

9 

Most 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

T  TspH-Crrnnn  K/lnltmlp  Spqqiohq 

\-J             VJIVJUIJ  IVlUllll^lt-  OtoolVJllo 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-One-on-One  Sinple  Session 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

U jCU  VJ1UUU  OllltilC  JCsMUll 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

T  IspH-Onp-on-Onp  with  TMnltinlp^pcciorn: 

U jCU                 Ull                 Willi  1V1  HI  11  LMC OCoolUl lo 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Work  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

3 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Many  services 
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Wisconsin 

ENS  Region 

Midwest 

Approved  Federal  FSNE  Budget 

jO,0  /  J,  /ZD 

1  otal  r  SN E  Outlays 

C  1  1   A  Hf\  1  i\  1 

5>  1  1 ,4  /U,JU  1 

Federal 

Non-federal 

$5,648,1  13 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$35 

Average  FSNE  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$9 

%  of  C  ounties  with  Any  KSNE  Services 

82% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

0% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Only  a  few  local  food  stampoffices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

25% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

3 

Wisconsin-Ho-Chunk  Nation 

Type  of  Organization 

A  Tribal  Council  or  TribalHealth  program 

Type  of  Agreement  w  ith  SFSA 

Contract 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

0 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

N  umber  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

0 

N  i)  ni  her  of  1  SD  A  Profrum**  \\  ith  which  \\ 

.  1  Ulll  I'L  1     V/l     ^   »  J  ■  ^  .  »    1    1  UL  1  dill.)    11  1  1  II    1>  lllv  II  TTVll 

Coordinated 

0 

I A  FSNE  Budget 

$85,386 

Total  Outlays 

$64,518 

Federal 

$46,466 

Non-Federal 

$18,052 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

15% 

%  of  FSNE  Prov  iders  with  College  Degree  or  More 

75% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  w  ith 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  voluntary  certification 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

18 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

22 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

40 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

20 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

0 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

35 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

55 

Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

10 
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Wisconsin-Ho-Chunk  Nation 

Physically  active,  Pyramid,  Whole  grains,  Fruits  and  vegetables, 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Low  fat 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Most 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Some 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

5 

Most 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o 

L/Uldl       UULJC  I  a  1 1  >  t  Ej  a  I  cIIMUIl  V711ILL^« 

Not  Used 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

1NUI  U3CU 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

JNot  Used 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Not  Used 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

I  I'spH-Onp-on-Onp  with  MiiltinlpSp^Qinn*; 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Not  Used 

Head  Start  Centers  FoodDistribution  Center-Group  Multiple 

o 

Other: 

Sessions 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

2 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used 

in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Many  services 
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Wisconsin 

FNS  Region 

Midwest 

Approved  Federal  FSNF.  Budget 

$6,673,726 

Total  FSNF  Outlays 

$1  1,470,301 

Federal 

$5,822,188 

Non-federal 

$5,648,1 13 

Average  FSNF  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$35 

Average  FSNF  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$9 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

82% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

0% 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

Only  a  few  local  food  stampoffices  were  involved  in  FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

25% 

Number  of  FSNE  Implementing  Agencies 

3 

Wisconsin-University  of  Wisconsin-Extension 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

39 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

Yes 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

7 

Number  of  Other  Formal  IA  Partners 

1 

Number  of  I'SDA  Programs  with  which  Well 

Coordinated 

2 

IA  FSNF  Budget 

$12,736,688 

1  <it  il  (  kiitlnvc 

c  1  i  l  on  9Q7 

F  ederal 

3>j,jo  1  ,U  /4 

Non-Federal 

$5,628,223 

/o  oi  ^  ounties  in  Mate  ia  served  with  rarNfc. 

OZ  70 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

100% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  w  ith 

Standardized  Training 

None  required,  voluntary  certification 

Low  income  population  (household  income  at  or  below  185%  of 

Target  Audience 

poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

3 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

45 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

38 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

14 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

0 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=130%  poverty) 

70 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

0 

o    Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

30 
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Wisconsin-University  of  Wisconsin-Extension 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Physically  active,  Pyramid,  Fruits  and  vegetables 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Some 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

Most 

Hmong, 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

8 

Most  Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o     Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o     Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Not  Used 

o     Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Groun  IVTultinle  Sessions 

o     Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

tldj  Laic,   I  l>lV./\,  clC* 

u&cu-vjiuup  lviuiupie  oessions 

o     n,mt:i£t:iiL y  iuou  dSMMdncc  sues. 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o     tiiucny  services  sue. 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

(J        Fl  tdllll  Lai  t  SlltS* 

Mnt  T  IsfH 

o     Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o     Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o     Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o     Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

o     Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Not  Used 

o  Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

2 

oULiai  ividrKeiing 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o     Social  Marketing: 

No 

o     Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o     Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Sub  ject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Some  services 
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Wyoming 

FNS  Region 

Mt.  Plains 

Approved  Federal  FSNF  Budget 

$1,500,982 

Total  FSNF  Outlavs 

$2,726,172 

F  e  cl  c  r  8 1 

$1  163  085 

Non-federal 

.>  1  ,juj,Uo  / 

Average  FSNL  Outlay  Per  FSP  Participant 

$106 

Average  FSNF  Outlay  Per  Low-Income  Person 

(<=185%  Poverty) 

$22 

%  of  Counties  with  Any  FSNE  Services 

1 00% 

%  of  Developmental  Activities  with  Moderate  or 

High  SFSA  Involvement 

33% 

Many,  but  not  all,  local  foodstamp  offices  were  involved  in 

Portion  of  Local  FSP  Offices  Involved  in  FSNE 

FSNE 

%  of  Types  of  Local  FSP  Office  Involvement 

33% 

Number  of  FSNF  Implementing  Agencies 

1 

Wyoming-University  of  Wyoming 

Type  of  Organization 

The  Cooperative  Extension  Service  of  a  Land-Grant  University 

Type  of  Agreement  with  SFSA 

Interagency  Agreement 

Number  of  Local  Projects 

18 

Number  of  Subcontractors 

0 

Nutrition  Network 

No 

Number  of  Network  Member  Organizations 

N/A 

Number  of  Other  Formal  LA  Partners 

6 

Number  of  USD  A  Programs  with  which  Well 

f    i  1 1  i  i  *  /  I  i  1 1  •  i  t  i  •  i  1 
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I A  FSNL  Budget 

$2,740,430 

Total  Outlays 

$2,740,429 

Federal 

$1,363,086 

Non-Federal 

$1,377,343 

%  of  Counties  in  State  IA  Served  with  FSNE 

100% 

%  of  FSNE  Providers  with  College  Degree  or  More 

50% 

Proportion  of  Paraprofessional  Staff  w  ith 

Standardized  Training 

All  required 

FSP  recipients  and  eligibles  only  (household  income  at  or  below 

Target  Audience 

130%  of  poverty) 

Estimates  of  Participant  Demographics: 

Age 

o     Infants  and  Young  Children  (<5  years) 

0 

o     School-Age  Children  (5-17  years) 

50 

o     Adults  (18-59  years) 

45 

o     Elderly  Adults  (60+  years) 

5 

Food  Stamp  Program  Participation  Status 

o     Food  stamp  recipients  and  applicants 

23 

o     Food  stamp  eligible  non-participants 

(<=!30%  poverty) 

48 

o     Other  low-income  persons  (<=185% 

poverty) 

20 

o     Other  persons  (185%+  of  poverty) 

9 
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Wyoming-University  of  Wyoming 

Pyramid,  Whole  grains,  Fruits  and  vegetables,  Safe  foods, 

Dietary  Guidelines  Highly  Emphasized 

Moderate  sugar  intake 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated/Developed  by  IA 

Most 

Proportion  of  Materials  Originated 

Elsewhere/Customized  by  IA 

A  Few 

Materials  in  Other  Languages 

Spanish 

Direct  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Settings  for  Direct  Education 

10 

Mosi 

Typical  Mode  of  Direct  Education 

o 

Food  Stamp  Offices: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Local  Cooperative  Extension  Offices: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Public  schools  (K-12): 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Youth  education  sites,  such  as  preschools, 

day  care,  YMCA,  etc: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Emergency  food  assistance  sites: 

Used-One-on-One  Single  Session 

o 

Elderly  services  site: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

WIC  clinics: 

Used-Group  Single  Session 

o 

Health  care  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Adult  education  and  training  sites 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Work  sites: 

Not  Used 

o 

Food  stores  or  other  retail  outlets: 

Not  Used 

o 

Homes  of  FSNE  clients: 

Used-One-on-One  with  MultipleSessions 

o 

Churches/faith-based  organization  sites: 

Used-Group  Multiple  Sessions 

o 

Other: 

Indirect  Education 

Yes 

Number  of  Different  Communication 

Channels  for  Indirect  Education 

3 

Social  Marketing 

No 

Number  of  Campaigns 

N/A 

Any  Statewide 

N/A 

Number  of  Different  Media  Channels 

Used  in  Campaign(s) 

N/A 

Conducted  Any  Needs  Assessment 

Yes 

Proportion  of  Messages  Tested 

Some  messages  were  tested 

Collected  Any  Implementation/Process  Data 

o 

Social  Marketing: 

No 

o 

Direct  Education: 

Yes 

o 

Indirect  Education: 

Yes 

Portion  of  Services  Subject  to  Outcome  Evaluation 

Many  services 
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